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A 
VINDICATION 


D.Hammonvs Addreſſe,g#c. 


© He late Author of the Originell, and endeof 
Cw1ill Power, under the name of Ex 
As Face Philodemius , hath thought fit ro 

s queſtion two things ſet downe by Door 
| Hammond in his Addreſſe to the Generall, 
SES VP 1d ( onnſell of War. The firlt is this Affire 
mation, That the Jew under Gods own Government might wholly 
give up himſelfe, and his F reedome to his afters Will The power 
of life being onely exempted) and by having his care bored, might of 
« free-man, become a ſlave for ever. 

C. 2. The ſecond is this 2neftion, Whether ever any man was 
by God or Natare.invefted With power over hu owne Life,i.c. to take 
away his owne life, or to kg himſelf > ” 

$. 3. This e{ffirmation, and this Zweſtion, he willingly ac- 
knowledges, and is content that the Yreſtion ſhall be interpre- 
ted a down-right Negation, That never any man was by God, or 
Nature _—_— with power ever his owne life, or power to kill him- 


ſelfe, And having thus confeſt the — as farre as con— 
| 2 im, 
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Page 5, 


page 18, 
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(3) 
him, it remaines, that I proceed to juſtifie, both parts of it. And 
to that end, I ſhall think my ſelfe ſufficiently fortified by two 
advantages, which that eFuthoxy hath been pleaſed to allow me 
in this matter, 

$. 4. Firſt, that it is not any opinion of Door Hammond, but 
the plaine words of Scripture, which are under his name, thus 
oppoſed by this Autheur in both places. The former is in rerm3- 
nts, Exodus 21. at the beginning, If the ſervant ſhall plainly ſay, 
Tleve my Maſter, &c. 1 vill not goe out free, Then his LMafter 
ſhall bring him to the Pudger,&c. And his Maſter ſhall bore his eare 
thorow With an awle, and he ſhall ſerve him for ever, And againe, 
Dent. 15,16. eAndit ſhall be, if he (1. Eo the ſervant ſet free at the 
Sabbatich year) ſay unto thee, I will not goe away from thee, &+-c. 
Then thou ſhalt take an awle, and thruſt it therow his ear unto the 
deor, and he ſhall be thy ſervant for ever, and alſo to thy hand-maide 
thou ſhalt doe Likewiſe. 

$. 5. That a plaine place of Scrspture (hould be thus miſtaken 
for an Aſſertion of Pofor Hammond, Iam not permitted to 
ſuſpeR, becauſe that Amthor hath to his mention of the DoRors 
Name added the teſtimony of Gey. 21. which, though it be a 
miſtake,l ſuppoſe, of the Printer,for Ex.21. will yet be a compe- 
tent teſtimony of that e Fathers opinion, that Door Hammond 
had Moſes on his (ide, and conſequently, that both were to be 
involv'd by him in the ſame condemnation, 

$. 6. The ſame, I ſuppoſe, I may aſſume of the other Negarion 
queſtioned by him, that 'tis in Dotor Hammond, but the repea- 
ting of the 6. Commandement [chow ſhalt not kill] according to 
the laticude, wherein all Jewiſh, and Chriſtiaz Writers have in- 
terpreted it to the prohibition of /e/f-mwurdey, as hath been ſhew- 
ed by him at large in another place. 

$.7. Having mentioned this firlt advantage againſt this Author, 
ſufficient certainly to ſecure Door Hammond from his blame, 
and to make any eFpologie for him unneceſſary, and well.nigh 
ſcandalous (the ord of God being able to plead its owne cauſe, 
without the aſſiſtance of any humane Advocate) I have yet the 
benefit of a ſecond kindnefle allowed me by this unknowne ad- 
verſary ; which, though Scripture were not of Authority with 
him, would encourage the Doftor not to fear the falling under 


hi, 
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his diſpleaſure.” That is, the unreconcileableneſſe'of thoſe two 
opinions (the one with the other) which he is pleaſed to con- 
front co Door H.mmond,viz.. that it ſhould be «slawfall for a 
ew to give up his Freedeme, (and that ſerviewde ſhould be, as he 
calls it, an #nnaturall ſervitude) and yer that it ſhould be put in 
his power by Ged and Narwre (for thatisto affirme it awful, 
and agreeable to Nature) to take away his own Life, or to kill 
himſelfe. For it being by Job mentioned as an Aphors/me of com- 
mon Nature, that a man will for his life give all he bath; and in 
the accounts and praftiſes of all men, that of Ziberry being part 
of that al; It will conſequently be unreaſonable, and impoſlible 
for him that hath once affirmed the parting with ones freedome 
to bean wmaturall ſervitude, to deny the killing of himſelf to 
be an w»naturall murther ; And therefore, having ſo faire ad- 
vantages before me, not onely the Scripture 5n terminis on my 
fide, but this Adver/ſary, by ſo eaſie a conſequence, become my 
Second alſo, I am = unwillingly) perſwaded to tender a brief 
reply to thoſe reaſons, which ſeeme to have drawn this Author 
into this caſuall diſpute, and to endeavour the preventing of 
thoſe Errours; to which , a Philodemins, or popular diſputer 
may in ſuch an Age of Licentionſneſſe betray others, 

S. 8. To the caſe of the Fewi/h Servant, giving uphis free- 
dome to his Maſter, (which was by the Door mentioned out of 
Moſes) the Authour hath framed three Anſwers, 

8. 9. The firſt, That ir cannot be affirmed npon good and preg- 
nant grounds, that from nature the Few had any ſuch power, but that 
Gedonely permitted it tobe ſo; and the Few, by this unnaturall ſer- 
wvitude to his maſter, was a fit type of that ſlavery that man ſhould be 
in wnto Sin, to obey it in the 'Inſts thereof ; for his ſervants we are 
Whom we obey. | 

S. 10. To this I A»ſwer, That the affirmation of 2o/er in 
the Scripture, [ That this was permitted by God to the Fewes ]is 
to me a good and pregnant ground that the Few had this power 
nnder Gods own Government, which is all that he, affirmes to be 
affirmed by Dotor Hammond in that place ; and therefore, the 
putting in thoſe other words [Of the fewes not having it from 
Nature} ſcemes to be on purpoſe deſigned to take off from the 


clearneſſe, and the pregnancy of the probation, and ſo onely 
A3 0 
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to darken, but not to invalidate tlie argument, 
$. 11. Bat then ſecondly, I adde, that God permitting any 
thing to any man, is a Pregoanr ArEAment, Th at from Nature 
that man hurh ever power : If by Power we mean a woral power, 


and permic the fame thing at the ſame time To the ſame men ; It 


is molt cectaine, that what God thus permits, Nature permits 


alſo, 5. e. Leaves it lawful to be done, or poſſible without 
Sinne, EEE EI 7 

=? - 2. But if by Perassſſion _ Author meanes no more then 
diſpenſation, or grant of preſent Impmwnicy, ſuch as inthe Zewi/b 
Common. wealth was (for the hardneſſe of theer hearts) - ac | 
in the buſineſle of divorce, or (forthe multiplying of them) in 
polygamy, then it wilſTure reſt upon him to prove, and not only, 
as he faith, to.ſwppoſe, that God thus (and thus only) permitted ir 
to be ſo : Bur this I ſhall ſappoſe impoſſible to be proved,though 
it cannot lic upon me to demonſtrate the Negative, nor ſhall 
Iſo much fear the probableneſſe of his unprov'd groundleſſe 
ſuppoſition , as to endeavour it. For indeed, what degree: of 
bkeneſſe is there betwixt thoſe divorces and polygamies, (which 
were ſuch inordinate Liberties) and this other of divelting 
kimſelfe of Liberty ? Only the ſame that is. betwixt two Cor- 
EYAYIES. 

F. 13. I ſhall not need further to inſilt on this, .both for the 
plaine words of Scripture, and becauſe it is the acknowledgment 
of this very Author, page 18. That this may lawfully be done fer 
the obtaining of a greater good, which being compared with Rom.3; 
ver. $, makes up a demonſtration, that a man hath this power, 
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$. 14. And therefore, when he nddes, That in rhir rhe Few 
Was a fit type of mans ſlavery to forme] 28 Twill be iced, 
that he was (as type ſignifies [mare or Embleme) fo fare it will 
not prove that ing of the Few, was an nwaturall ſervi- 
zxde, any more then any other parts of the Zudaicall Law, (which 
either in the intention of the Law-giver,or by the wit of Man can 
be made an Image of any preſent” fate, or condition of men) 
can by that one Argument be proved to be wnnarrrall, For, ſure 
all Lyyper are not by that one evidence of their being :ypes demon. 
ſtrated to be fnf»#, eſpecially when they are inſtituted, or per- 
mitted by God, and by that appeare to be agreeable ro his wil, 
in Oppoſition to, or Variation from which all f-me, or Obliquity 
contitts : Or if this charge muſt fall ſingly on this Type, but not 
on all others (as fure the Paſſeover, which was a Type, was not 
yet »n»aturall, and ſo of the reſt) then muſt this charge be 
proved by Tome other medium, then by this onely, that it is a 
Type ; and till. chat be produced, I mult think this way of dif- 
courſe (which firſt ſuppoſes this giving up of the Fewes Ziberty to 
be a Type, and then concludes it a»»atrral for being ſuch) to be 
the proving of quidlibee ex quelibet, the ſame with his, which 
firſt ſuppoſes a live man tobe x Picture, and then ſends him a 
challenge for beitig ſuch : Certainly ſuch reaſoning is too very 
looſe, and light, to ſet any good (haratter on that cauſe that 


wants ſuch ſupporters, 


S. x5. His ſecond anſwer is yet a little more ſtrange,and ſuch 


25 could nor yer eaſily have been foreſeene, or expeRed, That 


his having his ear #ored Was a prniſoment for bis contempt of that 


Liberty,&c. Tis ſufficiently known that this cereng of the ear Wus 
the ceremony of receiving a Servant among the 7ewes ; and 


therefore, when David ſaith of Chriſt, Burt mine eare haſt tho 


opened, *tis acknowledg'd, that therelly was denoted his rakin 


#n bins the forme o a ſervant. This boring of the ear With an awle 
was'no very painfall thing,ſure not ſo much as {rcumciſion ; and 
yet *twould be a little ſtrange, that when-a-Pro/elite was rect ived 


among the ewes with Circunxiſion, that ſhould be deemed a 


puniſhment on him for his not continuing a Gentile, or that his 
Converſion to Judaifme, of which this was the Ceremony, ſhould 


be thereapon counted an unnaturall Sinne : The avſwering ſuch 


Argue 
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Arguments as theſe, would require a more chearfull, and plea- 
fant humour, then the times, or occaſion of theſe debates will 
well permit. 

$. 16. The laſt A»ſwer lookes a little more demwrely, That 
his giving himſelfe up to be a ſlave ſor ever, did referre to, and ter- 
minate in the year of Jubilee, &c. and that he did not makg himſelf 
irrecoverably a ſlave,&c. [_T hat this was to terminate in the year of 
7ubilee] is ſaid without farther proof, then onely of this unteſti- 
fied athrmation'in a Parentheſis, that that Was the year of his free= 
deme from that ſervitude which the corruption of his own Will had 
brought upon him, which is the proving a thing by a bare repeating 
of it in other words, and onely throwing a little dre upon it, 
For how doth 'it appear that it is a piece of (orruption (for a 
man that loves his Maſter, as the Text faith, and is better pleaſed 
with his ſervice, then with his former liberty) thus to chooſe 
that which he likes beſt > Or how comes the caſting off Liberty to 
be a corruption of the will, when caſting off yokes, and ſervitude is 
made capable of ſo good a Charafter ? Had the words of Saint 
Panl, ſpeaking of ſervants, [_f thew canſt be free, wſe it rather] 
been brought to back this bare 4ſſertion, there had been Tome 
tolerable excuſe for ſach a begging of the queſtion as this : But 
thoſe words extend not to a commard, that every man ſhould be 
obliged to pe that can, but onely to a permi/iov, that, if he 
will rather uſe it"(z. e. preferre this Liberty) be moſt lawfully, 
and commendably may. But this Authour hath not thought fie 
to make this Interpretation,or account of that place neceſlary to 


- be given him. As for the truth of his Affirmation, that this Bend- 


man with his ear bored, Was releaſed at theyear of Fabilee, *tis that, 
which,as it doth not well conſiſt with the words of Hoſes, [He 
ſhall ſerve hins for ever ] Exod. 21. 6. and Dewt.15. 17. ſoit is 
not proved by any other place,or made probable that [7 for ever] 
is not an abſolute [_ for ever, | One place in Leviticws, there is 
(hap. 25. 41. Which faith, that the poor Brother that is ſold to 
be a bond ſervant, ſhall be free at the year of Jubilee, and propor- | 
tionably the /ervant (ſpoken of by me in Exodus and Dentercs 
om) is to be ſet free from that /ervitzde, ro which he was | 
ſold (i, e. the forced and conſirein'd, not purely voluntarily [ervi- 


_—_—_ 


tude) in the ſeventh, or ſabbatick year, and ſo by the ſame reaſon 
in | 


(7) 
in the. 7«b:lee, which is the great Sabbatick (made up of ſeven 
times ſeven) in the place of Leviticus, 44k, (acer = 

{. 17. But this Author muſt mark,that this perſon thus ſer free, 
is not the Few of whom DoRor Hammond ſpake, but the other 
that hath made the vo/untary ſawrrender of his Liberty, he that, 
when the Sabbatick, yeare comes (or conſequently the year of 

Zabilce, which offers him the ſame releaſe) relolves, that he will 
not goe out free, refuſes to make uſe of the advantage of a 7rbrlee, 
and ſa. hath no more releaſes behind; and conſequently uy rhis at 
of his'is in an irreverſible eftate,remains # ſervant for ever. And ſo 
this more ſpecious ar/wer appeares to have as little of truth, or 
ſubſtance in ir, as the two former. 

$.18, To which, yet I might farther adde, That in caſe it 
were granted, that the next year of 7«bilee gave this man releaſe 
alſo, yet would not this avoid the concludency of this place for 
the lawfulneſſe of giving up our Liberty (which is the onely point 
in hand) becauſe he that can doe it for ſevex, or for fifty yeares, 
can ſurely doe it : wr hog = having done it, he ſhall have 

Liberty, after that number of yearts, to retrat?, if he pleaſe, yer 


logically , as that he ſhould ſet them downe by way of que- 
flien , which ſuppoſes them irrefragable at the firſt ask- 
ing ? 
<. 20, For the firſt of them,is not the contrary molt demonſtra- 
ble > that if he were a ſlave till the ycar of 7«6b:lee, (as tis confelt 
he was, and withall that he was ſo by Gods permsſſion) then there 
is warram from God for paſſing m_— Liberty in ſome degree, 
an 


(83) 
and for ſome ſpace, though not irrevocably. Doth not he ſerve 
at all, that ſerves not eternally ? or 1s that no warrant at all, 
which is ſuch for a limited time only > Then ſure are we not at 
all permitted to be men, or warranted by Ged, or Natnre, to live 
in this world, becauſe we have our 7461ilee too, our time of manu- 
miſſion from hence. 

S. 21. And for the ſecond, what is that but a plaine Circle, 
firſt to infer the | zo: at «ll ] from the [| zo: irrevocably} and 
then in ſame breith, the [| »o? irrovocably] from the [| xot at all.] 
How reconcileable this is with the Anthours popalar title of 
Philedemins I diſpute not, but reſolve, it is not the particular 
merit which beſtowed on him that other more regular of En- 
talt us, ; 

SF. 22. And for the dexterity that 1s expreſt in the concluſion 
of the whole ſeftion,[ That therefore, that abſolute, and unreſerved 
reſignation of 4 mans native Liberty,e+c. without any juſt condition, 
or a:equate exchange, (which faith he, is hereby pleaded for by 
the Door) can have no riſe, or origination from God, or reaſoua- 
ble nature) (impoſing on the Doftor direRtly againſt his. ſenſe, 
thoſe words of ſo irrationall importance, [Without any juft con- 
dition,or adequate exchange] I (hall ſuppoſe that this was an effeR 
of the neceſſary wants of his cauſe, and a diſcreet previſion that 
his concluſion could not ſubfift without ſuch ſupplies, which made 
him venture on ſuch indire& meanes. 

S. 23. For Doftor Hammond is not ſuch an enemy to 
man: kind, as to plead for ſuch ir7ationall aftings, or to become 
bis advocate that makes imprudent, or zthrifty bargaines, 
(though by the ſtrengrh of his free will to evif, he may poſfibly 
do ſo ſometimes, and be obliged by his owne a, and jultly ſuf- 
fer the inconveniences, and ſmarts of it) but reſolveth, that 
both the (ampanians in their dedition, and the Barbarians in 
their requeſt to the Remans, that they. might have leave to be- 
come their ſervants ; and the Few in Meſes's ſuppoſition, that 
loved his Maſter, and preferr'd his /ervice before his manumiſſion, 
(Lal adde my ſelfe alſo, who profeſſe to prefer (in my choice 

or my ſelfe) /ubjettion before abſolute Liberty, nay, before S0- 
veraignty it ſelfe, and believe it a farre more ſober, and conſe- 
quently rational ſpecch in Savl, 1 Sam.g. 21. which expreft ſome 
aveTr- 
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averſation to Samels propoſal about anointing him, then that 
other of Abſolons, O that I Were a Fudge, or King, &c.) did all 
part with their Ziberty upon adequate exchanges, ſuch, as they 
(which were the fitteſt judges what themſelves thought)did con- 
ceive to be the full worth of the commodity they parted with : 
And ſuch a ratiozal! power of parting with abſolute Liberty for. 
ſomewhat that I like better, (3. e. for /ubjeftion to Government, 
which is, 1. init ſelfe, farre removed from ſlavery ; and 2. is 
the onely way to /ecure men from the danger of it) is all that 
that eLadreſſe had occaſion to aſlcrt, or plead for at thattime. 
$.24.One thing more there is,which I may be allowed to adde, 
(having thus farre reply'd to all his anſwers) that the concluſion 
which was in the Adreſſe inferr'd from that praQtice of the 
7ewes, was farther confirm'd by the praQtice of diverſe Heathens, 
who can neither be excuſed by the pretence of a permiſſion, or 
ſpeciall djþc»/ation From God to doce_unnaturall things (as he 
thinks may be affirmed of the Few) nor yet were obſerved by the 


poſed in the Adareſſe by way of queſtion, Whether ever any man 
WAs by God, or Nature, inveſted with power of his owne Life, 
i.e. with power to take away his owne Life, to hill himſelfe ? 
The vindicating of which, I mult acknowledge a taske, to 
which I did not expe, that the DoQor ſhould be call'd ; 
having not, till now, been ſo fully convinced. of the danger, = 
B2 1 , 


(10) 


ill conſequences of favouring the exceſſes of thoſe mens 
wits, who have maintained paradoxes, or of the improvi- 
dence of thoſe that have tempted others by the publiſhing of 
them. 

' F. 26. For certainly about two yeares ſince, before the time, 
that the poſtrhumous Brafdy : was ſet out, a man might in this 
Nation have adventur'd to have asked ſo calme a queſtion [ whe- 
ther a man might Lawfully kill bimſelf? | and not have feared a 
challenge in Prine for this injury, or encroachment upon the li- 
berty of our Nature. And I conceive thoſe Lawes of our Land, 


which have look'd on this /elfe-ſlaxghbtey, as an inhumane crime, 
and puniſh'd it after Death,with the deniall of Chriſtian burial 8c 
a marke of reproach upon the grave, might,when time was, have 
been able to have come in to the aſſiſtance of ſo known a truth ; 
had not the ſacred rites of Chriſtian baryall been now ſo deſpiſed, 
and profaned, that the wanting them hath ceaſed to be eſteemed 
a puniſhment among us; had not the Cuſtome of king other 
men ſo haraſs'd our Conſciences, and obliterated all the remain- 
ders of written, and unwritten Lawes, that we need not be won- 
dred at, if the /words, which have been ſo fleſht abroad, miſtake 
their way ſometimes,and return on the owners brelts. And laſtly, 
had not the dednfion been ſo prone, and caſte from the Genera/l, 
to the particulars, from the Lawfulneſſe of a Nations deſtroying 
it ſelfe, to a ſingle perſons going. and doing likewiſe, from the 
jultifying of civ4/ inteſtine ſlaughters of the pablicke, to that other 
more tolerable crime of a ſingle violence. 
$. 26. As it is, I ſhall not endeavour to perſwade my ſelfe (as 
the Pyrrhonian 1n Sextus Empirica, would teach me to do) that 
1 was in a dream, when I read D. Hammond cited, and confuted 
for thus affirming ; I mult rather provide for the enconnter, and 
haſten to anſwer the arguments, which this Author hath offered 
a2inſt this branch of the fixt commandement (as he met wittvit 
in the Doctors hands) or elſe twill be poſſible this opinion may 
gather Proſelyres allo in this age, wherein nothing can be ſaid ſo 
incredible, which ſome men doe not make a Ghifr ro take up, and 
believe very contentedly. : 
S. 27. His fuſt argument is drawne from the DoRors Con- 
ceflion, that man hath power from God and Nature over his owne 
| body 
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begy to cat, and lance it, and over his owne freedoms to paſſe it away, 
from whence, if he doe any thing, he mult undertake to con- 
clude, that therefore he hath power over hw life alſo; And to doe 
that,he muſt make good theſe three things : 

S. 28. x. That ſince the confutation of the former propoſi- 
tion, he hath now chang'd his minde, and agrees with Door 
Hammond, that a man hath from Ged or Nature power over his 
freedome to paſſe it atvay, (for otherwiſe, though it will be an ad- 
vantage againſt Door Hammond, who confeſt it, yet will it not 
be of ufe to himſelf who profeſſcth the contrary) and again that 
he hath forgotten, what in his very laſt period he had affirmed 
[ that God doth not intruſt and alloy any man to have power to deſtroy 
hi owne image, i. C. to take away mans life, but him, or them whos 
he —— i.e. Magiſtrates to whom he depmtes his owne place ] 
for ſure it cannot be thought, that every private man in the com» 
mwnity of Natwre, is ſuch a Vicegerent of Goa, or Magiſtrate. 

F. 29. 2. That the argument, 4 minors ad maju affirmative, is 
valid, againſt all Zogicke, viz ; That he that hath power over the 
body, or over freedome, is ſuppoſed to have power over Life al/0, 
and fo that the Surgeon, that may ſcarify the fleſh, or c»t off an 
Arme, may therefore as Lawfully aſs the throate, and ct of 
the headallo,and in like manner that the Maſter by being ſuch, ts 
become the ape of his Servant, and hath among Chriſtians that 
power of his Life, which he hath ſeldome been allowed among 
the worlt of Heathens. 

F. 30. And 3. That God, which hath put ſomething in our 
power, is thereby obliged to referve nothing to himſelfe; Or 
that by giving us the «/3s fr ut?xs, or benefits of Life, he hath gi- 
ving us the abfolute Jomimo,, and propricty of it alſo. *: © 

$. 31. But without either of theſe 3 more difficult under- 
takings, the Athowr hath attempred an caſier way, by ſuppoſing 
that neither cxtting of fleſh, nor Parting With freedome may be en- 
dured by God or Nature, wnleſſe they referre to ſnch an end, where« 
by a farre greater good us to be enpyed, and obtained : that cutting 
or lancing (without this neceſſary circumſtance of a greater good) ts 
a ftep or degree toward ſelfe neurther, &c, From whence the Con- 
eluſion, 1 ſuppoſe, mult be, that by the ſame reaſon the Killing 
of ones /elfe, may then alſo be conceiv'd allowable by Go4, when 
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it is referr'd by me to ſuch an exd, whereby a far greater good ts to 
be enjoyed, and obtained, but never elſe, 

S. 32, To which I ſhall make theſe clear Replyes, 1, That a 
thing direct ſroiden by God, cannot be thought approveable 
by him; upon the referring of it to a moral {much lefſe if itbe but 
an advantagions Or profitable) good end. Their damnation ts juſt, 
that ſay, they may doe evill that good may come : And that this is 
not a begging of the queſtion ; but that, indeed, /elf- homiciAe 13 
evill, and forbidden by God, will be clear by remembring theſe 
three things, r. That the command of not k:/;ng, is indefinite ; 
and that he that ki/s himzſelfe, doth certainly ki/, that he that 
freds his own bleud, ſheds the bloud of a Man: and 2. That the 
Image of God reſiding on him (which is the groxnd of this prohi- 
bition in 2Zoſes, Geng. 6.) is astruly ſo, when *tis beheld in the 
reflexion, as when in the direft xe, in my ſelf, asin any other 
man. 3. That the power of Life is Reſerved a peculiar to God, 
and not communicated to the Creature, (ſave onely to his Yice- 
gerent)which may thus appear. Gedas the (reator of the World, 
and ſole doner of life mult be acknowledged to have the dominion 
over it : This dominion conſequently is communicated to none but 
to thoſe to whom by God it is communicated; To the Magiftrate 
this power is given by that Law of God, whereby he preſcribes the 
putting certain MalefaRors to Death ; and whereby he conlti- 
tutues the Xſagiftrare his YVice-gerent on Earth, and ſo the execu- 
tioner of that LaW, av avenger for wrath,Rom.13, And whoſoever 
will challenge the like power, mult (hew the like charter, and evi- 
dence ; and if he cannot doe that, that is ſufficient to prove that 
he hath it not; As 'tis ſufficient to convitt any man of the in- 
juſtice of any hzs claime to my eſtate, that he cannot ſhew any 
deed whereby it was convey'd to him from we ; And there need 
no other Affirmative proof againſt ſuch an one, then that it was 
once in'me, and it appcares not how it parted from me to any 
other. And therefore, till ſome evidence be produced, (which I 
ſuppoſe will never be) that chzs power of life is made over from 
God to every private man, the demonſtration is abundantly 
clear, that that poWer is not in any private man any more over 
binsſelfe then ethers. And it is obſervable to the very purpole, 
that though the Sroicks,to teach their Diſciples aparhy, or _—_ 
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againſt whatſoever events did talk of that ſure remedy againſt all 
temporal prefſures,the going oxt,or killing themſelves,(looking on 
it favourably as a refuge, or /annary from all thoſe things which 
might otherwiſe be phanſied unſupportable) yet when they 
conſidered it this other way, {as every thing, they ſaid, had 
two handles) i. e. in reſpeRt of Go7, who placed them here it 
was generaliy reſolved by them, viz. by Seneca, and the wiſcſt of 
them. (and the more fooliſh of that Se, are ſeldome found to 
praftice the contrary ) that we muſt not on onr own heads 
deſert Qur tation, but maintaine that Sround nas  Gene- 
rall hath ſet us, and waite with courage and patience , till he 
think fit to command us off againe. As for the other two, power 
over the fle/s, and the freedome, the cutting of one, and parting 
with the other, they are no degrees toward the taking away life, 
bur on the contrary are uſed on purpoſe for the preſerving of it, 
in its being, 'or well being, the one by the rules of phylick, the 
other of policy ; and therefore is the power of thoſe allowed us 
by God, and Nature, becauſe they are thus inſtrumentall to that 
end, and ſubmitted to our diſcretion, becauſe they may be ſo. 
Thus are ſome things referred to the Srewards judgement, and 
put into his power, to difþe/e for the good of the Family, and yet 
others 7eſer2/d peculiar, and ſacred in the Maſters own hands. 
Thus are my Yriti:gs put into my Lawyers hand, for him to 
uſe to the preſerving of my Eſtate ; yet is not my Eftate put 
into his power to diſpole of it at his pleaſure for ſome greater 
end. And the argument would be very infirme, becauſe that 
power which the Steward; or Lawyer hath intruſted to him, ought 
not to be uſed by him, but in order to ſome good exd; that there- 
fore, that which is not ſo extr#ſted to him, may be thus afſu- 
med alſo. Some ayes there have alwayes been communicated 


from Heaven to this Earth of ours; and yet. ſome Flowers of 


of that celeſtiall Crow», which have been reſerved as ſacred, and 
3ncommunicable, And ſo there will be no kind of weight or con- 
cludency in this preſent way of argning, this balancing of fleſz or 
liberty with Life, till it appear alſo from the ſame, or equall evi- 
dence, that thoſe are re/erved by Geod,as Life appears to be. This 
certainly without any more help, is a-full ſatisfaRion to this ar- 
gument. 

But 
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. 33. But then ſecondly, & ex abundants, the Killing my ſel 
is . _ ordinable to goed, 1. *Tis not ordinable to mine 4 
preſent worldly aduantnge, as lancing, and ſubjetiox may be, that 
is clear; and that isa reaſon why God ſhould not give us this 
Liberty, (though if we were not able to render reaſons, the W;/- 
dome of the Law-giver were reaſon enough) and for future ad- 
vantages to my /elfe, the being with Chriſt, which is farre better, 
1. that cannot be taken notice of by bare XN atare, till that be 
Chriſtianized: and then 2. according to the Chriftians rules, 
we have all reaſon to reſolve that *twill not be purchaſt by any 
other way, but by that which God hath preſcribed toward it, 5. e; 
by lawfull unprohibited courſes. Tt being evident, that the {rows 
which is held in Gods hand ſhall not be diſpenced to any, bur 


thoſe, which doe vouiuus ala, ſtrive lavvfully, and that part- 
exce of waiting till God calls, is one of the Lawes that are thus 
preſcribed in our ay arcs. 

$. 34. As for advantages to others, the Pablick-weal, or peace, 
*ris not imaginable, how the killing my ſelf can be direRly, or 0- 
therwiſe then by accident, ordina ; | 


to that ; whatſoever can 
be conceived of it, will be as ſufficiently provided for by the 2ſa- 
giſtrates having power of life ; and that he may have from God im- 
mediately, as well as he can be ſuppoſed to have it from any 
aR of collation from me, if 'twere in my power. | 

S. 35. Laſtly, For any morall, or Chriſtian virtue, or yet far- 
ther, the i/uſtrating of the Glory of our Creatour, (which alone 
deſerve the title of good ends) *tis not the having an unlimited 
power, that inomediately, or direftly contributes to theſe, bur the 
making »ſe of the limited powers we have, the imploying the lives 
which he hath given us, according to his wi, and not the Jeſtroy- 
5ng them contrary to it, Iſhall not need to proſecute this. All 
that is in this place pretended by the Author to this purpoſe, is 
onely this, that a mar may freely conſent, and willingly expoſe his 
life to death for a greater, or publiker good. 

S. 36. Where by conſenting I ſhall ſuppoſe him to mean a cox- 
ſent of the will to that aRion which immediately followes, ;. e. to 
the expoſing his life to death, (and if by conſent he ſhould mean any 
thing elſe, as the conſenting, that the other ſhall k;// him, or the 
making it free and /zwfz4 co that other, to take away his Life, 
then 
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then hath he put two very diſtant things together, and ſo 'tis but 
the ordinary fallacy plyrium interrogationum, and in that Notion 
of Conſenting T ſhall anon ſhew that man #2ay ot, i. e. hath not 
power lo to Conſent.) And to the proving of this, it is, that his 
remaining endeavours (as farr as concernes DoRor Hommond ) 
are direted. And accordingly he ſaith, He wik be ſo bold as to 
ſtate the Vurſtion as it ought, 1.e. to remove it from the words 
and ſence wherein Doftor Hammoxd propoſed it (and in which 
it is that his whole diſcourſe is grounded) to thoſe other words 
of his owne, moſt extreamly diftant in /ex»d and ſence ; and in 
which I am as confident, that the truth is on his ſide, (if Conſent 
ſignifie no more then I take it to ſignifie) as I am, that that truth 
doth not contradiR thoſe other truths, which by Door Ham- 
ond are ſuperſtructed on his foundation ; or that the Propoſe 
tion, as *tis ſtared by the DoRor, is all that is neceſſary to be af- 
firm'd for the founding of the reſt of his diſcourſe. 
$. 37. For I defire ro know, whether there be no difference 
berwixt killing ny ſelf, and expoſing my life to death ? If ſo, then 
it muſt be not onely /a\Wf#/ ſo to kilf my ſelf (which is all the 
Author demands) bat ſometimes an aR of dxty, and mecefſity 
alſo : For ſo certainly (in the aſſiſting my Soverasgn, or Coun. 
try to hazard, and expoſe my life, when I am thereto lawfully 
called ; and ſo againe, to ſuffer Martyrdewe in the confeſſion of 
Chriſt, or diſcharge of any Chriſtian duty, is not onely lawful 
for me to doe, but I ae if I doe it not, And yet I doe not per- 
ccive that this Azthour hath Jaid this obligation, or neceſſity on 
himſelfe, or ary man elſe in any caſe to-ki// (or lay wiolent hands 
upon) himſclfe, and fo I ſuppoſe he is ſtill of the DoRors mind, 
(though he be willing to conceal it) that there is a difference be= 
tween theſe. | 
F. 38. And if there yet want any farther light to the clearing 
of this difference between this [ having poWer of my owne life ſo as 
to kill my ſelfe, and that [ having power of my life, ſo as to ex- 
poſe it, or venture it in a good Cavſe ] I ſhall (for the conclu- 
ding of this Paper) propoſe the plaine difference betweene 
them. 
F$. 29. And that may be taken from the nature of the word 
[capyſeg] forGutwr haow: faeilirene mY to ſubmit 
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it to an hazard, and ſo to expoſe my /ife, is to hazard my life : 
In doing fo, all that can be affirm'd of me, is no more then this, 
that I am willing, or content (and by my ations expreſſe that 
willingnelſe) to loſe my life, if God pleaſe to permit it to be taken 
from me. es | 
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me to uſe) to prevent, or avoid the violence of this invaſion, as 
when Chrif# might have uſed Angels (and another flizht, and a 
third complyance, and cation) but chooſeth not to doe ſo. Of 
theſe three the onely efficient ca/e of the ation (of krlling) is 
the malicious violent invader ; ſure neither the providence of God 
in permitting, nor my owne meekyeſſe, or obedience tO Chriſt in 
following him, though it be to the very (7oſſe, 

$.41, In this caſe, ſuppoiing that it be for a good Ex4that Inow 
expoſe my life ; it is alſo ſuppoſed, that the purſuance of that 
end is cither dwty in me, a thing that I am abſolutely bound to, 
as the Confeſſion of Chriſt,&c, or elſe that tis exceſſe of (harity, 
to which, though it be not under” particular precept, yet the 
Intuition of ſome great, and g/orio end doth ſo invite, and in- 
cline me, that tis heroicall Virtue 1n me to doe it, and that which 
(though Gol doth not fo require it of me, as that I /»»e, if I doe 
it not, yet) he hath promiſed to reward abundantly, whenſoever 
wde eceqrrT TT 77 
, F. 42. Inthe former of theſe caſes, when the purſuance of 
that good end is ftridt duty, as incaſe I am commanded to coxfeſſe 
Chriſt, or to aſſiſt my Prince in proteRting my Country, There 
as my endeavour is required of me by that precepr, ſo is my wt- 
moſt endeavour, Tuch as IT muſt not remit, whatTocver the dan- 
ger be ; And if that. danger prove to be the utmoſt danger, even of 
my /-fe it ſelfe, yet the command of Conſtancy, of not fearing, or 
faiatiag, and the character of perfef? love given by Saint John, 
that it caſts ot fear, and the denunciations againſt the fearful, 
or cowvardly, doe all joyne to extend my oblipation, to purſue 
this ſo neceſſary £1d 3vithout any receding, and if the Croſſe it ſelf 
lic in my way toward this end, to takg it »p, i.e, willingly to 
ſubmic 
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ſubmit to Gods Providence, which hath thought fie to call me to 
this Tryal, gf it be even of refiting wnto bloud, And fo (till all 
that I doe, is the conſtant, patient, chearfull ſubmiſſion to Gods 
Will (in his providentiall diſpoſing of my life, and in permitting 
the injurious to take it from me) and nothing elſe; an abſolute 
choiſe of Obedience, but not of Death; a ſacrificing to duty 
all deſire of&$fe, but not otherwiſe undertaking to diſpoſe 
of it, | 

S. 43. Hence 1s it that my vent#ring of my Life doth not 
clear, or free the [nvager, from any degree of ſinne, or guilt in 
thus taking it away from me. *Twas but a Sarcaſme or Trope in 
Zalians Souldiers, to ſay, they did not wrong the Chriftians by 
klling them, but onely haſten them to their deſired home : And 
the Fathers were able to anſwer the Paralogi/me by the rule in 
Ethickes, diſtinguiſhing betwixt a mixe, and abſolute will ; and 
ſo concluding their laughters to be [njeries, though they were 
willingly embraced, the Per/ecutors to be Per/ecators (till, though 
the other were Martyrs. Þ | 
+ F. 44. Which is a dewoyftrative proof, that *tis the Invader, 
not S»fferer, whoſe a# the killing is ſuppoſed to be, and ſo that 
I am not in this caſe of expoſing my Life, ſuppoſed to give any 
Corſent that he ſhall kl me, or conſequently to diveſt my ſeIFof 
the power of my Zife, or indeed to have any ſuch power over it. 
For whatſoever is abſolutely in my power to diſpoſe of, that I may 
lawfully conſent to part with ; That if I doe part wirh it, p/o 
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fatto, *and jure * becomes his,to whom I part with it (and if there 


Eſtate which is in my power, may by me be paſt over to ano- 
ther by gift, and being ſo, is lawfully poſſz/#, and enjoy'd by the 
receiver, 

F. 45. And therefore, I ſay, if the lawfullneſle of the exxpoſoug 
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my Life wonld conclude me to have a power over it, it muſt be as 
perfely lawfull for the Tyrant, into whoſe hands my Life (in 
the confeſſing of Chri#) is by me expoſed, to take that Life from 
me,as 'tis for the poor man into whoſe hands my goods are by me 
put(in obedience to Chriſts command of mercifulneſs) to "_ 
2 an 
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be any errour in it, "tis chargeable on the giver, who was thus quo danur, furs 


profuſely Liberall above the proportion :) And conſequently for accipientis. 
him to take and uſe it, is in hims no {inne ; As that part of my Iuriſt, 
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and carry away thoſe goods ; which being an abſurdity too'groſſe 
to be defended by any, will, I ſuppoſe, incline this Author to dif. 
cerne the diſtance betwixt the queltions, as the oze is by him, and 
as the other was by Door Hammond propoſed, 

8.46. Andin like manner alſo, when the End purſu:d by 
me, is (though nor abſolutely neceſſary, yet) better and more ex- 
cellent ; there the Precept of being fairhfull anto death, and the 
promiſe of reward made to. him thr layes down, or loſes hz: life 
for ( hriſts ſake, doe as much oblige to co:Fancy, at Jealt, as much 
aſſure that ſuch conſtancy thall be acceptable to. God,(aud that the 
more by how much greater the hazards, and rerroxrs, and temp» 
rations are tothe contrary) as when the :particular matter of 
the ation was under prccept. And fo that other accideatall dif- 
ference will make no variation in the main, nor make it at all 
probable, that expsſing my life keroically was not warranted by 
God, when expoſ127 it »-ceſſarily, was ſuppoſed to be fo : it be- 
vg as certain that Goa doth warrant me to doe that which he 
commenas, as what he ſtritly commands to me : And therefore 
what was ſaid in the cafe of dxty, doth as truly hold (and fo 
needes not to be repeated againe) in this caſe of [ore excellent] 
alſo. 9 
$8. 47. Having thus far proceeded, it will now be unneceſſary 
for me to anſwer the Arguments which this Arthor addes in this 
matcer, becauſe the ©zeſtion being by him changed from thar, 
which was propoſed by Doftor Hammond (and ſtated Nega- 
rively) to another, which ao man can be more ready to affirme, 
and afſert then that Doctor ; It would be an impertinent nice- 
ngflce in him to refuſe to have his Opiaion confirmed by another 
mans reaſons;T ſhall rather wiſh that all his proofs were demon- 
ſtrative,and effe#a/! to conclude,what Door Hammond affirms 
with him; and onely briefly ſhew , that they are ineffe7nall to 
prove what that DoRtor denies,and that will ſoon be done by the 
moit curſory mention of them. 

8.48. For firſt, F grant with him that God permutted his owne 
Sonne to be put to death by the hands of violent, and unjul# men, but 
ſee no conſequence from thence, that Chriſt, as a Man might law- 
tully have raken aWay his own Life ; as for the phraſe of laying 

own the life fer the ſheep, that ſure lignities not the killing bimfelf, 
EE EET INES (for 
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for the goodneſſe of the Shepheard conſiſts not in that) the cut- 
ting his owne throat, when the Wolfe invades the Flock ; but the 
making uſe of his Life to the utmoſt, wherein it may be advan- 
rtageoy tothe Sheep, and venturing, and hazarding it in their 
defence, or quarrell ;- yea, and contentedly ſuffering (not aR- 
ing in) his own death, that he may be able to avert theirs. For 
this is the meaningoof 1:54ya Luy3y, to lay downe the life, (510+ 
ziyÞuroy divau, to venture himſelfe voluntarily into danger, mmogf0= 
Ave Th uy, in the notion in which the Greck Gloſſaries Ex» 
plain che phr ale,from mugg.contC, 1. 6. _StexayPurevoy in Heſyching, 
and the Latine , Parabelauum anima ſre iſe, 1.e, all one with 
2462>>uy) 00 expoſe it, not to be lo ſulicitows for the defence of it, 
as to forgoe daty, or charity, or care of the poor ſeep intrulted ro 
him, for the preſerving of it. 

8.49. A ſccond Argument tis by this eLuthor touched on 
(though not formally urged by hun ) that the preſerving whole 
ſocieties from periſhing 1s 4 good, and a publick end, and that the 
impunity of offenders being the readieFt way to the diſſelution, and 
deſtruftion of ſecieties, Nature 1s ſuppoſed ro diftate that one man 
ferould rather juſtly die, than whole ſocieties unjuſtly periſh. This 
Concluſion, and Premiſles, the Doctor doth, as the Author fore- 
faw, moſt willingly acknowledge, but withall diſcernes not, how 
it proves that a man hath power over bes owne life : It will be ſuf. 
ficient if Ged by. any other meanes (as by inſtating it in the Prixce 
&c.) do place that power of life in others. The utmoſt which this 
way of arguing can pretend to conclude, is, 1. That whatſoever 
anyman hath in his ow power, that tis reaſonable for him to de- 
Jiver up into the Governonrs hand, (thus to make it eafice, or pol- 
ſible to diſcharge his rr,//?, and by theſe advantages to contribute 
to the publike quiet and weale.) Nay 2..that Godthat hath the 
poWer of life, and ſees how wſeful*tis to -have that veſted in Go- 
vernenrs, ſhould conſequently be ſuppoſed fo to veſt ic (And 
that' he doth ſo, is the clear acknowledgment of the Aadreſſe.) 

F$. 50. Burt ſure it cannot extend ſo farre, as to make a man 
give (or have ) that which he hath nor, nor to reftraine God from 
having the ſole Original power of that, which otherwiſe might be 
acknowledged to be velted in him. 
_ 8.51. As for the ſuppoſition, which the Author here addes on the 
| = C 3. back. 


(20) 

back of this, "In caſe 10 men in the community of Nature choſe 
one ro rule over them, ard one of them thus ſpontaneouſly ſubjeted 
{rail murther one of his fellow Subjefts ] (whereupon he demands whe- 
ther the ruler ſo ſet up may not by his own conſent by virtue of that 

Wer he received from bim among the reſt, put ſuch a Murtherer to 
death) To this T anſwer, that the Governour may in this caſe pc 
the Murtherer to death, but this not by v:rtze of any power, or con- 
ſent of the Murtherer, but by authority from God, who alone hath 
the power of Life ; In relation to which it is that the Governoar is 
ſtyled 112x2yG- ©22, a Miniſter of God, in this very notion, as he 
iS Zud exG> &is 3g yiivg an avenger for wrath Or puniſher of offet= 
ders. 

F. 52- That which isin the S»bjefs power the Governour may 
have by the SubjeAs con/ent, and by virtue of the power which he 
received from him ; And therefore it is that the power of violent 
reſiſting invaders, the right of repelling force by force, Which God 
and NN atare hath given the ſr-gle - Man 1N community Of Nature, is 
now, in caſe of fubmiſſion to the Governoxr, parted with, and 
depoſited by him,ſo far as refers to theGover7or,and though it be 
founded in /elfe-defence, yethe that thus violently reſiſts the pow- 
ers, ſhall receive to himſelfe damnation. | 


 — 


power in that perion. Thus doth the zemper of the aire contribute 


F. 54. And fo you ſee the Doors way of ſtating this que- 
ſition doth as fully provide for the puniſhing of Malefators, and 
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preſerving of communities, as the ſuppoſing the power 'of /ife 70 
proceed originally from the People, would be able to doe - As he 
that affirmes the Sole in every birth to be 5nfuſed by God, makes 
as ſure a proviſion for Generation, and conſequently for the pre- 
ſervation of the humane ſpecies, as they that ſuppoſe the Sexlto 
be rradaced from the Parents, as well as the Bog), 
S. 55. His laſt Argument is from Rows. 5.7. For a good man 
oxe would dare te die, i.e. faith he, would With the preſence of a re- 
ſolved Spirit are ; the word [ daring ] faith he, noting a preſence 
of mind: terrified With no dangers. To this Argument againe, as 
far as by the Author it can be extended, z. e. to the acknowledge- 
ment, or concluding of the lawfis/neſſe of a valiant couragions 
ſaffering of death, cither for a pablick good,or for ſome a of emi- 
nent private charity, ] am fally of the Authors mind. 
F. 56. Bnt the word | aying ] in that place,ſignifying no more 
then /ubmiſſion of the ill, contentedneſle, or willingneſle to ſuf- 
fer death, not by his owxe, but by ſome other mans hands, an 
&y714v,i2, a taking thoſe blowes (though never ſo ſharpand 
mortall) on his ewne ſponlaers, and breſt, which were meantby. 
the Enemy to another (to the werciful,or gosd man in that Text) 
there is no Zogick can conclude from hence, that a man hath any 
ower over his owne life, to take it away from himſelfe by any 
at of force, (as avIiyrns among the Attick Writers, is, ſaith 
Phrynicus , uled 6&7 % avliyeeC- povews, He that kils himſelfe, 
takes npon him an Independent eAuthority over: himſeife) or to 
give it into another mans hands,ſo that he may without any. far. 
ther Azthoriry(without any inveſtiture of the power of the Sword ,,, "RE 
| Ks "Y 
from God) lawfully take it from him, 1 thall conclude this with ,,1;z,, 11:1 
an obſervation of Boethizes, that the love of Life 1s not ſeated in manenti amor ox 
the Wi/! of the Creature, but in the prizciples of Nature, That ſo 4:imevolunati. 
lives may not be ventured on the uncertainties & hazards of © *&wm ox 
Our 11 x20 ee TIT Tap ane —£O 
Ir 1: , | pris 
our owne paſſions,or ſaticties, which may incl ne the will topre- cv ew fepo 
fer death ſometimes, but in the 7/5xcrs of that more conſtant worren cogenti- 
immutable Rule,which alwayes preſcribes the preſerving of thoſe b»: cauſes, quan 
treaſures, by God and Nature entruſted to us. prog reformi- 
: o . » Oat, volmtas 
$. 57. Having made this ſhort, and ſuddaine returne to this ſr 9's 
Authors reaſonings , Dotor Hammond will leave: the matter yg yo. Phil. 
moſt willingly,where this Auchor hath placed it, at the. feet - [. 3. Prof, 12, 
a d 
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all ingenuons, and unprejudiced Readers , and will endeavour (as 
unpaſſionately as any man) to approve himſelf a Servant of Rea- 
ſoz,and embracer,or friend of Truth, whereſoever he meets with it ; 
upon which ſcore, he is content to acknowledge ſome Obligati- 
ons to this A#tbor,who hath occaſioned this farther ſurvey of his 
former affirmations, and given all other men ſome cauſe to be 
more confirmed in the perſwaſion and aſſurance of the truth of 
them. And thus much I conceive 1s ſufficient to have ſaid upon 
this occaſion. 


Y. 58. Ba it ſeemes the Readers quiet is not to be obtain'd ſo 

eaſily ; for while that which hath been thus ſaid was 

under the Printers hand, Mr. John Goodwin's yberrodinar came 

forth, and by the mer.tion of DoQtor Hammernds name twice in 
his Title page, gave reaſon to delay this Vindication 1o long, till 
it might appear whether *twould be uſefull to adde any thing to 
it (upon this new occaſion) by way of Poſt-/cript. And herein 
it hath proved a little unluckily, that this /ecoud Advecate of the 
ſame cauſe falling upon this paſlage in the eLdareſſe (the SubjeRt 
of our preſent diſcourſe) hath yet in his judgement upon it ſo 
varied from the former Author,that as he hath yeilded the queſti- 
on hitherto debated, and confelt that »o man hath by nature the 
poWer over his owne life ; lo he hath provided a new task for me, 
by denying the DoQors conſequence from hence, [that then this 
polver cannot be derived toKings by Men,or from the People. This 
I confeſſe is ſomewhat range that that ſhould be imagined der5- 
vable by mengr from the people, which at the ſame time 'tis confelt 


# That cannot 20 9247 bath. I have lately learn'd a * Scorch Proverb from Ma- 


be broughtBur, ſter Hezderſon, and finde by ſearch the meaning of it to be this 
is not the 


plaine Ezgliſp, that nothing is derivable from any place, which 
was never there : and Mr, GoodWinacknowledges the ſtrength of 
that conſequence to ftand in the authority of this Maxime, Nihil dat 

uod non habet, Nothing gives that to another Which it hath not it 


ſelfe. And truly,T ſhall never deſire a firmer baſis for any conclu- 


ſion of mine then ſuch an acknowledged Principle as this. Should 
I 
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I finde any part of my poſſeſſions in M. Goodwins hands, and he 
juſtifie his Title to it, by pretending the donation, or ſale from 
Philodemius to him, and I produce evidence that this was never in 
the poſſeſſion of Philodemins, would:there be any more required 
of me, to couclude conſequently, that *ewas. not derivable from 
Philodemings to him 2? would it not be a ſtrange reply, to fay, That 
this conſequence depended on the Antherity of a Topickh Maxime ? 
The-word ["Topicke] I ſuppoſe to be here prefixt by him upon a 
deſigne-of diminntion, as m—_— equivalent with probable, and 
oppos'd to demonſtrative, But I hope this is-not thus a Topick 
Maxime. Can any demonſtration be more convincing, then that 
which is buile upon a Prizciple, as acknowledg'd as any in the 
Aathematichs, and the contrary of which1mplies a contradiftion 
[co have, and nt to have ?] 
$.59. As forthe reaſon of denying this conſequence, which 
Maſter Goodwin renders,. becauſe [though no particular man hath 
by nature this power over his owne Life, yet as a member of commu+» 
nity he hath, not ſimply a poWver, but 'a neceſſity lying upon him by 
way of duty,&cto conſent With others,that h:4 life ſhall be taken from 
him] 1.Tis not to me imaginable, that he ſhould have a zeceſſi- 
t of dty lying upon him; who hath not /72ply a power meaning,as 
here he muſt,a power of doing it /awfully, And 2. For this power,or 
eceſſity of conſenting onely (as that differs fro the power of giving) 
this will be of no-kind of force,ualeſle it alſo appear that the 7a- 
ifrate derives the poWer of life (which is ſuppos'd to be in him) 
= this conſext of theirs, or that it is this conſent-of theirs, and 
nothing elſe which gives him that power, But this is ſo far from be. 
ing proved; that it is not fo-much as affi-m'd by Maſter Goodwin : 
And onthe other ſide *cis clear, that the bare conſenting that a 
thing ſhall be taken out of my hands, is very diſtant from the 
taking upon me to give it; the latter pretends and ſuppoſeth a 
poſſeſſion, or mveſtrture in the g:ver, the former doth not in the 
Coxſenter; and fo, though the latter would be of ſome uſe (if 
granted) to inferre Mr. GoodWins. concluſion, that the poWer zz 
originally fruns the people, yet the former will be. no way able to 
inferre if, 
$. 60. The matter will be very viſible by example in any Trufl, 


or Stewardſhip. The Lord intruſts to his Steward the keeping of a 
D ſumme. 
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fumme of money, after that he aſſignes it over to ſome other 
man by Biff of Attorney, and legally veſts his right in that other, 
In this caſe the Steward formerly intruted conſents, that that 
other ſhall take what is thus by the Lord aſſigned to him, and 
indeed a neceſſity lies upon him by way of duty ſo to doe, In this 
caſe I ſhall ask M. G. from whom this money 1s derw'd to this 
other ? from the Lora, or from the Steward ? I hope he will ac- 
knowledge from the Lord: The ſame againe, when the King 
delivers a Caſtle by way of Truſt, to be kept by one of his S»b- 
qects, and after afſignes it over to his Soxne, and the Subject that 
kept it, con/ents that the Sozwe ſhould have it, and ſo the Sonxe 
enters upon the poſſeſ/ion ; the caſe is clear, that 'tis not from the 
Subject that the Sonne derives this poſſe//ion (though 'tis as true 
that the Swbject conſents to deliver it up) but from the King 
onely : and that AR of the SubjeR is no expreſſion of any right 
in him, from him conveyable ts the Sonne, but onely of his Truſt, 
and ſubordination to the King. And this is generally the difference 
betwixt Invefitares and Truſts : What 1s = 
give, of derive to another, what is intru#ed onely,T Annots the 
Servant cannot diſpoſe 


vant , of is Matter goods, yet that his Maſters 
diſpoſal may [tand good, he may, and ought to give his conſent, 
Toi To - erue,that'tis == any — eCinſ on it;and 
yet*tis the very thing that the whole point in hand depends on, 
and was therefore,I conceiye,ſo induſtriouſly involy'd,and obſcu- 
red by Mr. Goodwsy. 

S. 61. After this, Maſter Goodwin inſenfibly glides into a- 
nother peice of artifice ; The power of life, ſaith he, is eminently 
ard virtually in the people collectively taken, though not formally, 
And againe, A man, and a bay of men, have power over their ovwne 
lives Raaically, and Virtually, though not formally. This period of 
Maſter Goodwis ſeemes to be a new way of Anſwer, by applying 
diſtin tion to the eLarecedert, as the farmer was by denying the 
conſequence, The eAntecedent was | That no man hath by nature 
the power over his ovwne life,&c. | from whence the Adarefſe con- 
cludes that therefore['T hw power cannat be diriv/d from the people ] 
To this Maſter Goods firſt returnes his acknowledgement, That 
if the conſequence be right, it us a clear caſe, that Regall power #5 not 
originally in the people, but conferr'd on the Ruler inameaiately from 
God, 
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God. This is an acknowledgement in him of the truth of the Ay. 
tecedent, and a doubt onely of the conſequence, which according- 
ly he immediately procecdes to invalidate : And therefore 'tis 
a little ſtrange (and an argument that his firſt attempt was not 
very ſ#cceſſefmlt to him) that he ſhould now ſo ſoone returne to 
deny the Antecedent, at leaſt to diFingniſh of it, having before 
ſo abſolutely garnted it. But to paſſe over this,and allow bim this 
liberty of recalling his bounty, let us examine the force of his 
diſtinction. 

S. 62. The force of this 4:;?inction doth not, I conceive, re- 
ſpe& the Smbject [ the people | (as if that might” be taken in two 
notions, either ſing/y, or collectively) becauſe preſently, without 
that diſtinction , he ſpeakes indifterently of [ 4 maar] and [A 
body of men] but it belongs to the Copala, or word [15] and then 
it mult be thus dilolv'd. The power of fe may be ſaid tobe in a 
man two Wayes, I. Formally, 2. Eminently and Virtually, and 
Radically. This diftinion of Formaliter, and eminenter hath been 
apply'd by Philoſophers to the Sr, and Heavenly Bodies : of 
which it bein? by them reſolv'd, that they are ſimple and free 
from thoſe mixtares to which our /wb/anary bodies are ſubjeR, 
and yet it being apparent, that they Warme and hear other things, 
it is thereupon defined, that they have not heat, or other qualities 
in them Formally, (5. e. in that manner, or kinde, that fire is hor, 
or we are hot) but Yirtnally, and eminently, i, e, that they have 
ſome other Virtue, or Hake in them, higher, or more eminent 
then that heat which is in 5»yferiour bodies : and that thar doth 
enable them to warme other things, though they are themſelves 
ſuch pure creatures, as not to have thoſe grofſe qualities in them, 
Whether this be rightly afirm'd, or onely nicely conjectared by 
Philoſophers (for T ſuppoſe there is little known of thoſe diſtant 
bodies beyond covjectare) T ſhall not now enquire, but onely de- 
ſire to be taught by Mr. Goodwin, how this can be made appliable 
to the matter in hand, z. e. to the power of life and death. This 
power, we know, is in God firſt, and if in any Enznently, and Radse 
cally, and Virtually, certainly in him : And in the Supreame Ma- 
viſtrate formally, being aAually inherent in him, though notOrs- 

Bur can it thus 
[y,8&c- in the People, i, e, that the People 
D 2 have 
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have in them ſome higher,andmore eminent Virtxe,or faculty then 
the power of every man over his own life ; and that that ſupplies 
the place of that forall power, and that by it the People beget, 
or produce the power of life in the Supream Marftrate, as truly, 
as, if they had it formally, they could doe ? This is the meaning 
of the diſtinQtion in the ordinary, and onely notion of it, and 
muſt be it, if it be rightly appliable ; bur Mr. GoodWiz interprets 
his meaning of it, ſo farre from this, fo farre from importing, or 
concluding the People to have ſuch an higher power or faculty (to 
which [| Eminently ] and [ Virtually] in oppoſition to [ Formally] 
belongs) that *tis indeed by him ſer downe as much 5»feriomr to 
that power formally inherent, For thus he interprets ir, A Man, 
and a body of Men, have power over their oWne lives Radically, and 
Virtually, in reſpect Whercof, they may render themſelves ro a Magi- 
ſtrate, and to LaWes, which, if they violate, they muſt be in hazard 
of their lives, ec. By this I diſcerne two things, 1. That by this 
eminent, Virtuall, Radicall power, Mr. GooiWin underſtands that 
(which is farre enough from the meaning of thoſe words, and) 
which Logicians call a remote, or indirelt power, (as that is op- 
pos'd to an immeaiate, or dirett) or rather a power, to which this 
effeA is meerly accidentall, as if the patient were ſaid to have 
power to cure himſelfe, meaning thereby that. he hath power to 
ſubmit himſelf to the Phyſitian, who is able to cure him. And for 
Mc. Geedwin to afſume the liberty of ſpeaking thus largely, was 
not, I ſuppoſe, his want of knowledge in propriety, but his wil- 
lingneſle to receive advantage from this abnſe of words : And 
then 2. If this be the onely meaning of the four hard words, 
(Eminently,Virtaally, Radically, and Formally ) viz. that 'tis i the 
power of men (or the People in cammunity of nature) to render 
themſelves to a Magiſtrate, and to Lawes, to which rendring "twill 
be conſequent, that they ſoall hazard their lives ugou violating theſe 
Lawes, then, I ſay, are Mr. Goodwin, and Door Hammond very 
well agreed ; for this hisexplication of that diſtin&ion is very 
reconcileable with thoſe words of the eAdarefſe. This giving up 
their (1. e, the peoples) Liberties to one, or more, makes that man, 
or men, a Ruler over them, and being a Ruler, to him belongs (de- 
riv'd from God, not from them) the power of life which Gods decree 
hath inſtated in the Supreame Power, or Ruler, who is therefore in 
that 
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that relation of avenger for wrath or puniſhment, a Miniſter of God, 
Rom. 12. &c. For whence is it that their rendring themſelves to 
a Magiſtrate, in Mr.Goodwins ſtile, brings upon them that hazard 
of lives, incaſe of violation of Lawes, unlefle it be that he that 
hath power” of their lives, placerh that powey in that ſagiſtrate 
to whom they have rendred, or ſubjefted themſelves ? That this 
is God, and not the People, I will not conclude to be Mr. Good- 
Wins opinion, becauſe *tis;his maine deſigne to prove the contrary, 
but that thoſe words of his, and his diſtin&ion ſo explained will 
bear that ſenſe, I mean, that they will be true, and acknowledg'd 
by him, that acknowledges the power of Life to be onely in the 
—_— Governor, deriv'd from God, I conceive ſufficiently ma- 
nifeſt; & conſcquently,that though this power be ſaid to be in the 
People remotely, improperly, and indireftly, and ſo in Mr, Goodwins 
notion of eminently, exc. yet *tis nor from the People, but from 
God onely, that the Governour hath it. 
$. 63. The reply will be as ready, and eaſfie alſo to all force, 
or concludency of his next Argument, that which is taken from 
the Peoples power, to make, or conſent to the making Of Capital 
Lawes. For 1. Mr. GoodWin cannot be ignorant that it hath been 
ſometimes in the power of Kings to make Lawes, without the ad- 
dition of any conſent of the people : ſuch were the Principum placits 
among the Romans : and after it was thought fit by Princes to 
lay ſome reſtraint on themſelves, both that they might be better 
adviſed, and more readily obeyed, then, though the peoples c0n- 
ſent hath been deem'd neceflary, yet doth this belong onely to 
the regulating, and modifying the exerciſe of this power : the 
Fundamentall power it ſelfe of life, being in the Supream Governonr, 
before the making theſe Lawes ; Now *tis very eafte to diſtinguiſh 
berwixt theſe two, the power, and the Regalating of the exerciſe 
of that power ; the power in the groſle, and the determination of 
that power to this, or that particular ation. The _— of 
man in the latter of theſe, doth no way prejudge the ole privi- 
ledge of God, in the donation of the former of them : As the 
Grace of Godis his peculiar, and proper gift ; and yet man may 
give Direttions, and Rules, how we are to aft by that Prixciple, 
whar uſe it will beſt become us to make of that pretious ralcur 
entruſted to us, And therefore, for the great Noon-day-Truth 
D 3 which 
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| the power of /ife, doth command him alſo not to throw away that 


(28) 
which Mr. Goodwin induceth from theſe, and the like confidera- 
tions, viz. [That men by natare have ſuch a power over their lives, 


— — — 


Doth it follow from hence, that therefore, he hath the power of 
life from the People, not from Ged? Noth the power of God ſo 
conſiſt in doing canſeleſſe , or irrational things , that nothing 
which is exercis'd moderately, or ordinately, can be imagin'd to 
come from him 2? I ſhall ſuppoſe that God him/elfe hath perfe&t 
dominion over the world ; and yet that he obſerves rules of al 
j»ſtice,and goodneſs in the exerciſe,and diſpenſing of that power,and 
hath not power of doing any thing contrary to thoſe rules of erey- 
»all?uſtice;which he hath preſcribed to himſelf,which to do by all 
wiſe men hath been counted an aR of imbecility, not of power, 
And conſequently, how naturall is it that he ſhould thus deter- 
mine,and limit his deputies alſo ? give them power of life over their 
Subjefts, and yet command them to exerci/e that power with that 
jult temperament, which either zat#ral/, or civil}, or municipall 
Lawes (hall diate, and preſcribe them ? And therefore Maſter 
Goodwins arguing is vety looſe, and unconcluding ; [That 5f the 
power which the King hath over the lives of the poep!e, Were imme- 
diatcly from Goa, then he might lawfally execute the ſame, and take 
away the lives of men, without any mediating direfion, or Warranty 
from any Law, | For ſure the fame God that gives the 2agiſtrare 


pre- 
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pretious truſt exuſeleſly, makes him his X;n/ter for wrath to thews 
that doe evil, and contrary wiſe a rewarder to them that doe 
well, and though he /zbject him not to any earthly ſuperior, but 
reſerve him to his own ſevere tribunal, yet he ſubjects him to 
reaſon, and rules of Fuſtice, and (when he hath undertaken to 
governe by that Standard) to the poſitive municipall Lawes of 
that particular Kingdome alſo, and hath been as particular in 
preſcribing Lawes to the Prixce, to avoid Oppreſſion, or acts of 
Height, as to Subjects to abltaine from reſiſtance. 

Y. 65. As for that proofe which Mr. Goodwin produceth ts 
enforce his arguing, viz» [T hat the execution of ns commiſſion ime 
mediately iſſued by God, onght to be ſuſpended upon, or determin'd, or 
regulated by any comsiſſton, or conftitation of men. It is as far from 
truth,as it could well have been contriv'd to be : As will appear if 
it be conſidered ; that the word [Commiſſion] 1, ſignifies not 
an abſolute, or poſitive Command, but onely a Power, or inveſti- 
ture of Anthority ; or if a Command, yet that 2, onely an Affr- 
mative precept, the nature of which is, that it binds not ad ſemper, 
and ſo conſequently, maybe ſuþended at ſome time, by the fe 
will of him that hath the Copzmiiov, much more if any weighty 
reaſon interpoſe to determine his Will, 3. That this Commiſſion 13 
onely Generall, and indefinite, without application to particular 
caſes, reterring that application to the cenjuncture and concurrence 
of circumſtances, (which ordinarily are humane, and Politicall ;) 
and conſequently to the diſcretion of Rulers judging by thoſe cir- 
cumſtances : The intervenience of which circumltances makes the 
particular exerciſe of that Commiſſion convenient, and ſeaſonable 
in one place,and at one time;and conſequently,where they do not 
intervene, there the exerciſe of it may be at that :ime, and place 
ſuſpended as unſeatonable. As when the ſredder of blood is by God 
commanded to be put to death, and yet ſome men accidentally, 
and invountarily fall under that Title, it muſt be in the power of 
the Magiftrate,to ſuſpend the execution of that ſentence, or elſe the 
Innocent mult looſe the benefit of the (try of refuge, and run the 
ſame fortune with the moſt murtherous deſigner. 

$. 66. After this manner 'tis clear,that Chrift had a Commiſſion 
from heaven to worke Airacles, to cure Diſeaſes ; yet tis patti- 
cularly affirm'd of the #»fideliry of his Country-men, that that 
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ſuſpended the exerciſe of his power for ſome time ; He could not 
doe many mighty works there becanſe of their unbelief, yer, I hope, 
this will no way be thought to argue,that Chrifts commsſſion iſſued 
from his Country-men, or from the belief of men, (though that 
were neceſſary, to the exerciſe of it) or that Chri/? did ill in 


ſuſpend; g the exerciſe of his Commiſſion, Inlike manner the peo- 


ple of 1/-ae! had from Ged not onely a commſſion, but command 
to put the nations to death, Dert. 20,10. And yet on thoſe of 
them that were lefr, 1 Kings. 9. 20. Solomon [niſpended the aft of 
that commiſſion, and onely levied a tribute of bond-ſervics ver, 21. 
Once more; I thall ſuppoſe a General! to receive power of 17ar- 
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tral Law from the Soveraigne in ahy Kingdome, this power he 
is not willing to exerciſe, but by a cognizanceof cach male- 
factors cauſe before a (omncell of Warre. Here tis plain that that 
Conncell of Warre ſuſpends that exerciſe of the Generalls power upon 
a particular man; butTure it will no way foltow from thence,that 
that Comm:ſ/ion, which was ſuppos'd to iſſue to the General! from 
the Soverargn, doth now ifſue not from the Soveraigne, bur that 
Conncell of Warre ; and then no- more will the poſſibility of 
ſuſpending the exerciſe of the Kings Commiſſion by Law,&c. con- 
clude that Commiſſion to iſſue from the People, and not from 
Ged.And therefore in the caſe which Mr.Goodwin hath been confi- 
dent to referre to DoAtor Hammond to Arbitrate [#hether the 
King hath any Regular or juſt power over the lives of men, other then 
that which u proportion d,ec. by the Lawes of the State] I ſuppoſe 
the DoRor may agree with Mr. Goodwin, and yet never be en- 
forc'd, or concluded by that conceſſion, to queſtion the Orig inall 
of the power from Got, the difterence being diſcernible between 
the Power it ſelf, and every particular exerciſe of that power ; and 
the /»ſpenſo7 of the Tarter, Farre from including the evacwation, 
or cancelling of the former. © Oe OY 

$. 67. The ſame anſwer will clear Mr. GoodWins ſucceeding 
Pl::a, pag.26. That if the power of K ings over the lives of men, were 
by immediate derivation from God, then muſt thu power be uni- 
forme, &&c. in all Kingdomes whatſoever.) This conſequence is fart 
from all appearance of truth ; Becauſe the power may be from 
God, and yer that God that-gives the power, may leave it in the 
particular exerciſes of it, be dirrained cither by the arbitra- 
9 tion, 
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tion, and free will, and prudence of the Goveryonr, where there 
areno Lawes, or by the Regulation of Lawes, where there are 
ſuch ; The Dimenſum, or proportion of power over the lives of the 
Subjefts, which a Governonr elaimes, conſiſts not in indiviſibili, in 
any certain,or definite point, but is that which mzy eaablc him to 
diſcharge his office of Rwler, 5, e. to protect his people, and re- 
ſtraine their inordinactes. And as farre as Reaſon, and (which are 
ſuppoſed to be a branch of that) particular Lawes, (ſubordinate to 
Gods Word) ſec it fit to extend the exerciſe of that power, ſo far 
may that Rzler regularly extendit ; And whatſoever propertios it 
be, that he is intruſted with by God, *tis not reaſonable that he 
ſhould irrationally extend the exerciſe of it. And this regulation 
of indefinite power by ſuch prudent limits as theſe. e. by the 
Univerſall law of Reaſonand F«ſtice, or by the particular conclu- 
ſions, which the wiſdome of Law-givers hath thought fit to de> 
duce from thence) cannot juſtly be quarrell'd, as a rerrenchment 
of power,any more, then the infinite goodnefſe of God which per- 
mits him not to be able to do = thing which is contrary to that 
attribute, is a waanicling, or reltraining his Omnipetence, but is 
onely a cultivating and dreſſing of it, a paring off the exceſſes, 
and exorbitances of it, and leaving it a form'd ch2nnell, inſtead of 
2 vaſt or ##bridled Occan. 
$. 68. And thus I ſuppoſe the nature of engels or men, 
bed them, within which they are to move, and not to range un- 
limited in the deſert of their owne uncertain propoſals, cannot 


Which have bounds of YVirtze and Conſcience, and Lawes preſcri- 


thereby be ſaid to have lolt the /iberty of their ſpecies, or to have 


received xo powers from God in their creation , though ſome regu- 
lations (it mult be acknowledged) they are under, and conſe- 
quently, determinations and ſwiþenſions for the exerciſe of their 
powers. And what inconvenience the affirming of this will _ 
upon the Doftor, what hazard of blaſpheming of God,ec. T mu 
profeſſe my ſelf fo tame, as not to fore. ſee, or irzagine, how- 
ſoever M. Goodwins apeTeia ay3oaxis hath helpt him to phan- 
fie ſuch inviſible Aformes, and eLnakims in our paſlage. 

F. 69. Next, it is but «ffirm'd, and not at all made probable 
by Mr. Goodwin, that the Affirming the ' Kings power over the 
lives of the people to be by immediate derivation from God, 1s to 
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{mite them With blindueſſe,&c. and not to a:ſcover to them the Dan 
ard Berſheba (1 ſuppole he meanes by this trope, the due bounds 
and Limits) of ſuch their povver] Tam ſorry Mr. Goodwin ſhould 
think it fit that ſuch poplar harangues ſhould be admitted to ſup- 
ply the place of reaſon, and (hall briefly reply, That they that 
affirme the power of the Sword to be from God derived to 
Alagiftates, doe at.the ſame time define, and affirme, that thoſe 
Magiſtrates are to remaine rationall creatzres, and to continue 
under the Soveraignty of Reaſon, and all the branches of that, as 
farre as their particulars are concerned in it, z,e. to be ruled by 
the Univerſal Lawes of 7uſtice and Equity, by the Civill Sane 
#15 Which tend to the preſerving of Soczeries, and conſequently 
by the particular Locall, or municipall Lawes of any Country, 
which are ſuppoſed to have a peculiar propriety toward the pre- 
ſerving, and regulating of that People. \ 
$. 70. 'Twill now be to little purpoſe to prove that theſe two 
affirmations are reconcileable, the one deriving the power of 1fe 
to the Ruler from God, the other acknowledging the regrlatien 
of this power by theſe bounds ; For there is no kind of repug= 
nance, or contradiction, nothing bur accord and amity betwc en 
them : The very Hand of God that conferres this power, gives this 
very direftion, and Law for the exerciſe of it, that they that rule 
other men ſhould themſelves be guided by Reaſon in all their aRi- 
ans : And what that Reaſor is in each particular emergent, they 
arc not alwayes, or onely, the Zd:c:afls of Moſes, which are fit rb 
dire us,but the wiſdom ſometimes of Particular Laws,and Laws 
makers. And lo there is ſmall danger either of en/paring Kings, 
or dſturbing States, (as he ſeemes willing to fear) by this dotrine x 
which though it define the Original of this power to be from 
Heaven, can yet allow the regulation of this power for the 
Exerciſe of it tobe of an inferiour, Humane, Political Orgina- 
#107. | 
S. 71. One Argument more Mr. Goodwin is pleaſed to take 
in to diſprove the immediate derivation of this power of life from. 
God. Becauſe, faith he, that derivation which i immediate from 
Ged, can by no wayes be aſſiſted, furthered, or promoted by any crea- 
rure, or ſecond meanes, but this derivation of that power of life is at 
leaſt furthered by the aft of the people in clefting, &c. Ergo, I ſhall 
not 
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not examine the force of his enſuing probations, which have 
frailties enough in them, but ſhall be content to ſuppoſe the moſt 
he can wiſh, or imagine,v;zz. That the people doe ele#, or chooſe 
their K5g ; In this caſe, ſaith the Door, The people give not 
the poWer of their lives to that (King, but by giving up their Liber- 
ties,&c. to him, nominate him to that office of ſupreame power which, 
whereſover it is, God ſuperinveſts with the power of life. This is the 
Doctors ſtating of the queſtion in his eLadreſſe, and thereby the 
ſeparation is evident between the Act of the People in Electing the 
perſon of the Ruler, and the Act of God in conferring this power of 
life. All that can be ſaid of the former of theſe is that that act of 
the people is the meanes of determining the Generall decree of God 
(that Rulers ſhall (as his Deparies) have the power of Life) to this 
particular perſon, not that it is an aſ/iterr, or ſociall cauſe in con- 
veying this power to the Rnler, much leſle chat ic (hall undertake 
to wrelt this power out of Gods hands, aud aſſume it into their 
owne ; bur, I lay, as a cauſa _ qua non, Or a previous preparation 
of the ſubje&, by their choſe qualifying the perſon to be thus i- 
veſted, and impower'd by Ged. And fo, though the people in 
this caſe are ſuppoſed to doe fomewhat,z. e. to Ele, and that 
eleftion to determine this power of Gedsto this perſon, yet isthis 
power derived ſolely from Goa, as the eAaarefſe hath ſufficiently 
explain'd, and not from any af of the People : And therefore 
the word [Furthering] in Mr. Goodwins Argument, may be taken 
(as an equivocall word )in a double ſence,cither to denote ayall 
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aſſiſtance, or contribution of force, or efficacy, toward the pro- 
duction of the effeA, 212. of the powey of life in the Ruler : And 
in that ſence it is not true, that the A of the People in Elefting, 
doth further this power, it being the ſole aR of Gods decree to give 
that power, and nothing elfe. Or elſe the word [ Farthering] 
may be taken to ſignifie no more then GE ITED the 
Subje& to a capacity of receiving this power from ed, as Fob 
Baptiſt prepared mens hearts for the receiving of Chriſt, when 
he came, but had nothing to do in the miio of him, which was 
the ſole work of God) and thus indeed, the Election of the People 
may further the derivation of this power from God to ſuch a par- 
ticular Ruler ; And there is nothing more ordinary then for Gods 
workes to be thus furthered by ſecond cauſes, or meanes, w_ 
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his work of Grace, which-he ownes moſt peculiarly. The reſem- 
blance made uſe of in the Addreſſe, is very commodious to clear 
this whole matter, In the Generation of a child, the. parents are 
acknowledged to contribute much, to be not -onely furtherers, 
bnt even efficientsin the produdtion, Yet is it commonly agreed, 
that $04 creates, infuſes, and inſpires the Soul immediately, I 
need not examine , or attelt the truch of the ordinary. opinion, 
that the foule comes from heaven, not. from the Parents ; becauſe 
1 nov uſe it as a reſemblance onely, .and that it may be allowed 
to be, though it ſhouid not be true, and thus far at leaſt it will be 
argumenative,that the electing of the perſon of the Ruler by the 
peeple,doth no more conclude that the power of life is nat ſuper- 
infuſed and derived to the Ruler (fo choſen) from heaven, then 
the parents begetting of the child is an argument, that the /owle is 
not ſuperinfuſed from God. Our Phenomena may be all vety hap- 
pily ſolved by this way of ſetting it ; and M.G.exceptions ſuper= 
ſeded,and the concluſion cleared, which was the onely onewhich 
the Addreſſe defired to. infer by this conſideration,viz. That Whats 
fſeever were ſuppoſed of the peoples electing their Ruler, yer the. Su- 
preams . power neither is nor can be in the community of the people by 
force, meerly of theer Originall, or naturall Liberty, upon this firme 
ground (not yet ſhaken by M-G. or Philodemis ) that the power 
of life, which is part of the Supreans Power, is not. part of the pats- 
rall Liberty , nor conſequently either inherent in the Community 
of men , nor by them communicable to any Repreſentative. 572g 
{S SZ, The oncly thing, which this rejoader fas the former 
diicou:ſc) was deſigned to demonſtrate molt irrcfcagably, 
F.72, And having proceeded thus farre to make returne to 
M. Goodwins offers of reaſon, I ſhall not endeavour to make pay- 
ment to his Scoffes, pag. 28. or vindicate Door Hammord from 
t:15 charge of 9verweeningneſſe,c&c, Though 'tis not. at all intelli- 
Sible to me, how thoſe words inthe Adareſſe (For is 55 poſſible 
that I may prt jou tn minde of an evident. truth, which perhaps you 
have not taken notice of ] {ſhould be chargeable with this oiy945094e, 
or ir.tzrpretable ro any farther ſenſe, then onely this, That. this 
truth ſo evident in Doftor Hammozas opinion, was not by him 
conceived to be ſufficiently taken notice of, or laid to heart by 
them,. to whom he then made his Addreſſe. And if that Doctar 
were. 
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were therein miſtaken, or if he be juſtly charged in his next page 
(together with the reſt of his perſwaſton, under the title of the 
Whele Legion of the Rojall Faction) as.the firſt-borne of that evill 
Generation of Flattcrers, for producing plain Arguments of Rea- 
ſon, and Scripture to avert, that which appear'd to him a heavy 
Sinne, and Judgement, from a Nation ; Imult then betake my 
ſ-Ife to my Prayers, that God will forgive me my more diſcerni- 
ble ſinnes, (when innocencies, and good offices to mankind are 
become fo culpable) and get out of.his company as ſoone as I 
can, who can ſo readily ſhift the. diſcourſe from reaſoning to 
defaming, and ſupply with reproaches what was wanting in Ar- 
gAaments, 

$.73. Iamnow come toanend of this debate concerning 
the Power of life, but cannot be ſo prudent, or thrifty of my 
paines, as £o difſemble the other exceptions; which (in-this book) 
Maſter Goodwin hath made to ſome other parts of the e11- 
dreſſe ;L ſhall give you as brief an account of them as is poſſible, 

8. 74. The fitlt, is his diſlike of t 1at (itich, annotation, as he 
Niles it, of the Rayall Doctor, taking notice that the Supream Power, 
or Ruler us ſliled by the Apoſtle, Rom, 13. the Miniſter of God, and 
ot of the people] How this comes to be ſtiled a Critich annotation, 


(which ſuppoſes it a Grammatzicall one, (as TSX VIKN SEN NTIC et Vi. Moſchopul, 
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71%, are the parts diviſive of yeoguuarina) wherethere is no uſe 
made of Grammar to deduce it, norindeed of any thing but of 
the plaine words, as they lie in the Text) I have not the skill, or 
ſagacity to divine, . All that Door Hammond affirmes is this, 
that the Swpream power, Rom. 13. #7 ſtiled by the eApeſtle, the 
Miniſter of God, and xot of the people, And 15not this manifeſt 
to any that looks on Rows. 1 3.4. Where he is twice [tiled Hd & 
o%9,the CHiniſter ef God, and is neither there, nor avy where elſe 
ſiiled the Afſinifter of the People. 
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$.-75. But, ſaith M, Goodwin, This no way infringes the credit of 
by cenclnſion, that Kings are the. Servants aud Miniſters of the 
People, The Apoſtles were the CHienifters of God, and yet they 
preach themſelves alſo the ſervants of Men, 2 Cor. 4.5. and Mir 
niſters of the Saints, Rom. 15. 25, &c. To this.I anſwer, that the - 
phraſe /14z99&- ou, MERE - God, ſignifies a Minifter of Gods 
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Ordination, and 1»{itation, and though it may ſignifie. ſomewhat 


Gram.Gr. 
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elſe, yet this is the onely notion wherein Door Hammond takes 
it in his Addreſſe, according to Rem. 13. of which he ſpeakes, 
where the poWers are ſaid to be ordained by God, and to be his Ordi« 
ance. Now he that is thus a /iniſter of Go1, cannot be ſo alſo 
of the People, becauſe theſe two Ordinations being incompatible, 
hethat holds by one, mult needs difclaime holding by the other. 
Another notion there may be oſthe phraſe, as it ſignifies perfor= 
ming of ſervice to God ; and ſo indeed the ſame Apoſtle that ſerves 
God, may be a ſervant of ſen allo, and to that, all M. Goodwins 
probations are dire&ed, and though S. Paules Hraxovar dy orgs 
his carrying of almes, and contributions to the poor Saints, be no ve- 
ry proper inſtance to this purpoſe ; yet thus 'tis acknowledg'd, 
that S. Pau! may be a ſervant of ſen, and performe offices of 
Humility to them, (though by the way this Servaxr of theirs 
behaves himſelf ſometimes very like a ( Aſafter, and comes with a 
Rod when he ſecs it conventent.) 

F$.76. Bur this is nothing to the purpoſe to infer the Kizg to 
be ano C- av3eanur, a Hiniſter of the People in the former 
notion, z. e. a Miniſter of the peoples Inſtitution, and therefore 
all that M. Goods: addes of the Reaſons why the Ruler, Rows. 1 3. 
is not called the Miniſter of the people, is very extrinſecall to that 
purpoſe. The utmoſt that he can enforce from that place is, that 
the King attends on the publique good. But ſure that will availe 
as little to prove that he is not a miniſter of Gods inſtituting,or one 
that hath the power from him, as the Shepheards waiting over 
che Flock, is a proof that_he is ordeines, or inſtirwred by his 
Sheep. E. | 

"SI. 77. The next undertaking of M. Goodwin againſt Door 
Hammon1, is to prove that the Civill Magiſtrate ts by S. Peter 
cali'd &rSeorirn xlior; 5 which he renders the Ordinance, or crea- 
ture of Man, becauſe they receive their very being from the people as 
Kings, and as Magiſtrates, DoQtor Hammond hath, I conceive, 
ſutfciently vindicated that Text of S, Peter from this interpreta- 
tion, and "were caſie to ſhew, that the phraſe 4ySewrivy xliors 
muſt by all analogy be rendred Hamane creature ; not Ordinance, 
or creature of Man ; by humane creature, meaning any part of 
mankind ; by creature of man, a thing of mans creating. The 
phraſe to expreſle the latter of theſe would be, xiouu aySewrr, 

taking 
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taking Creature for produftion, or work, and Ian for the artificer, 
or Workman Of it; what is ſaid in the Aadaveſſe, is ſufficient to 
direQ any ſober man to a right underſtanding of that place. And 
M. Goodwins exceptions are very farre from perſwading the con. 
trary. As 1. | That the King ts there call'd Supream, not in reſpect 
of the commmnnity of the people, as, ſaith he, the Doctor ſuppoſerh, but 
45 compar'd with ſubordinate Rulers, ]But this is of no force againſt 
the Dofor in that place, where all that he inferres from their 
title of Supream, is,that they are the very perſons that are enltiled 
the Ordinance of Goa, Ro.1 3.8 that is the grall charatter which he 
mentions-in that Text, withont taking notice of any other aſpe&t 
of the word Szpream, or drawing any nice concluſion from it. 

F. 78. His ſecond exception is agaiaſt the concludence of a 
Negative Argument. Which T acknowledge an exception ſo far 
as to keep that Argument from being demonſtrative, in caſe 
all the force of it were fetcht from the Negative ; But that Ar- 
gument from the Negative (or from the Governours not being 
1aid to be /ert by the people) is but prel/uſory and preparative to 
another more forcible branch of the Argument, viz. that (on the 
contrary) Szpremacy 1s affixt to the King, and Subjection for the 
Lords ſake, commanded to be paid him, (as miſſion fron him is 
affirmed of all other fagifrates) And both thoſe put together, 
the K;ngs being Supreme, (i.e. inferior to none but God) and 
Snbiection being athrmed to be due to him- for the Lords [ake, 
(5. e, becauſe of the relation which he ſtands in to God, by whom 
he is ſaid to be ordained Rows. 13.) may well enough paſle for a 
charafer of ſome remarke upon the King, and keeep the preten- 
ded rendring of 4y3gwri:s xliors, from being the neceſſary im- 
portance of that rexr, or the Sypreme power from being con- 
cluded to be orrginally in the people. 

8. 79. As for the groamng of the creation, or creature] Rom, 8. 
which Door Hammond renders [the hope of the heathen World] 
tis not all M. Goodwivs oxiauayia that will render it an impro- 
bable interpretation. That the Heathen Werld (thongh without 
hope, i, e.in a deſperate condition in reſpect of ſalvation , as long - 
as they remained in their idolatries) were yet ſo capable of re- 
ceiving benefit of Chrs/ts coming into the world, that: Chri#t is - 
called Deſiderinm omnium Gentium , the deſire of all Nations, 10 
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Hag gai, and T2395 Joria {Svoy, the expectation of the Gentiles, in the 
Septuagints rendring of Facobs Prophecie ; that they ſeeing their 
owne impure condition, deſired the meanes of reſtorze their lot 
treaſure, and conſequently are ſaid to deſire Chrizt, without ex- 
plicit foreknowing any thing of him, (becauſe that which they 
defired was no otherwiſe compaſlable , but by him) tis no nicety 
of the Doors invention, but largely infilted on by S. Auguſtine 
in his Bookes De Civ: De: ; and this one Conſideration is Reply 
ſufficient to all the inconveniences which M. Goodwin hath ſprung 
in this interpretation. 

F. 80. As for the other difficulties which to him ſeeme to 
prefle and refilt the interpreting of the following words to this 
ſenſe, they are not ſo ſolemnly mertioned by M. Goodwin as to 
owne my impertinence,if I ſhould enlarge on them; though I can 
aſſure him, that D. Hammond hath long fince conſidered the 
whole Context, and is ready to give an account of the agrecable- 
neſſe of it to his preſent notion , whenſoever it ſhall be ſeaſona- 
ble. Only in favour to the Reader, he doth not unneceſſarily ob- 
trude it on him at this time, meaning to expect a fairer opportu- 
nity for that, and other the like diſlertations. 

$. $1, But M. GoodWwiz upon the granting of this notion of 
Tere xlirts, for the heathen world, hath falne upon a ſpeciall 
xenrouyeror, that however, Ut ſrenifies the world unler the con- 
federation of being the creatare or creations of God, And then he 
wonders Why ay 3gomivn x1i71; ſhould not (ignitie the MMagitrare 
to be the creation of man, and how by this interpretation that concluſ- 
ox of the Kings being the creature of the people, rs avaided, To this I 
anſwer punQually, that M. Goodwin being the affirmer of this 
dodrine, [That the King us the creature of the people | and his 
proofe of it being thoſe words of Saint Peter, where obedience is 
commanded to be paid 7z5y dr3gorivn xlice, as tis by him ren- 
dred, to every creation, Or ordinance, Or creature of man, It is cer- 
tainly ſufficient for D. Hammond (to diſprove this concluſion fo 
inferred from that place of Saint Peter) if he ſhall be able to 
mention another probable interpretation of thoſe words, from 
whence that Coxcl«ſion will not be inferr'd ; eſpecially if by other 
places of Scripture he make it manifelt, that that interpretation is 
moſt agreeable to the analogic of that and other S$criprwres. Now 
this 
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this hath D. Hammond done, by ſhewing that rave exSLwnalvn 
x1io:g is a phrafe which needs not ſignifie any more then every 
wan, or humane creature, not onely Chriſtian, but Gentite, or Hea» 
then alſo. Which if ir be the entire notation of the phraſe (as at 
this time M.Geodwsn is content to grant) then fure is there no 
ground for him from thence to conclude, that the King is dr3gu- 
iy x1io15 inthat other ſo diſtant ſenfe, a» ordinance or creature of 
the people. As long as M.G.concluſion depends upon that oze one. 
ly notion of the phraſe, fo long,unleſfe that be ackuowledged the 
genuine ſenfe of 1t, (as certaio]y tis not, when another ſo diſtant 
from that, is ſuppoſed poflible to be it ) there is no ſtability to be 
expect to that conclufion;whoſe premiffes are thus forfeited by 
his own conceffion. 
$. 82. As for the Defors Anſwer to the fuppoſed Objefion, 
(where by the parallel command of honowrivg all, ver. 17. he infers 
the limitation of the fubjeR, 4Þ ro whom hononr belongeth there, 
(5.e. fuperiors, not inferiors) and fo here, every humane creatnre, 
(4. e. every ſuch, that is in place of Zfagiſtracre) certainly M. G. 
hath failed much in his attempt to invalidate it, by affirming that 
that «-LþoZ7le, in his commend to honour all, ſuppoſeth a debt of ho= 
0nr due from every man to every man, according to that of the Rory. 
12.10. In honenr preferring oxe another. For to this I anfiwer, that 
the meaning of 1 Pex. 2. 17. cannot ſure fo properly be feteht 
from Roms. 12. 10. as it may from the circumſtances of the Text 
and verſes on each ſide of it in the place of $. Peter. In the for- 
mer verſes, 13, and r4. the words clearly refer to the dofrine of 
ebrdiexce to Snperionrs, and ſo ver. x5, the mention of Gods will 
that by Well doing we fhonld put to filence the ignorance of foekifÞ 
wer} { 5..e.. that by obeying of our Swperionys we ſhould take off 
the Seandall thae lay on gnndy as if it made men i# Subjets, 
ver.16.) doth plenarily belong alfo to the ſame matter. So again, 
honexring the King in the end of the 17.ver. and ſervants obeying 
their Mafters,uer. 18. are very forward to concurre with this no. 
tion ; Andthe precept of feving the bretherhood, i. c. their fellow. 
(briffians, and of fearing God, (from which feare the honowr di- 
volves upon his Vice-gerent) will no way prejudice this-notion of 
the honowr there ſpoken of , that it belongs onely to the debt of 
inferienrs tO [nperionrs ; and fo that the £.4/7 are onely thoſe «ff 
that are thus capable of it. E AS 
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F. 83: Asfor the. honouring -of Widowes (by Maſter GoodWm 
reation'd, from Saint Paul to Timothy.) that ſure is not applia- 
ble co this matter, ſince the hszoxr there, is the rel:eving, or tced- 
ing of them, giving them that honor of /upply, which is acknow- 
ledgcd to be another notion of the Word, not that which in the 
fiſt Commandement,and thoſe other places,is the principail impor. 
tance of if, - Fh 

S. $4. As lictle reaſon hath Mr. Goodwyn to conclude that 
the precept of being Subjeft one to anether, 1. Pet. 5.5. ſhould 
not be a precept of obrdience to Superiors, when the words im- 
mediately precedent are, Likewi/e ye younger ſubmit your ſelves 
to the Elders, and thole Elders, wer. 2. the roiwauivoy]es 8 tn7K0- 
75 ;1e, the Pa$tors and Biſhops of the (harch. *Tis poſlible indecd, 
that the (oe another ] may be, Others beſide Swperiors, but ſure tis 
not ſo probably ſo, when that which immediately precedes, is 
Submiſſion to Ellers,to which the ſubjetion here added, is not a 
phraſe of dimizntion,but of addition rather , and when Go1s re/iſt- 
117 toe proud,that immediately fallowrs, is, ſaith: Saint Argyſtine, 
(as in the Poet, debellare ſuperbas) the dixe,conttary to Swubjett:4 
parcere,the giving pardon, Or gr.ice tO the obedient Subjets, And 
thus I conceive the parallel words of Saint Paul, Eph.$21, Sub- 
mitting your ſelves ave to another] are moſt probably to be inter- 
preted,to thoſe among you who are in any relation of /#periority, 
for ſo it, followes:immediately, ver. 22. Wives ſubmit your ſelves 
ro your awn husbands,&c, Whereas, when he rerurnes to the huſ- 
ba 45 duty'toward the wife it 1s not /wb3sſ/ton but leve only, v.25. 
Ockhicr p!3ces, I might eaſily. mention, where the word (&@>ajaus) 
may very well ſignifie no more then others. So the tZouonryaie 
dAMIAGLS Th Tea TIupar, COnfeſſe your faults one ts another , 
aw. 5. 16. cannot farther be extended then to, a direRion to the 
ſickto make confeſſion of his ſns, 'Whether to others ſimply,-or to 
thoſe others,whom he hath ixjx7'd, but obligeth not them that are 
in health to ronfeſſe their ſins.reciprocaliy or back againe to the ſick, 
and ſo in the next words Land pray vp aaxiauy, for one another} 
that is, that the brethren in health ſhould pray for thens that are 
fk, and not reciprocally that the /ick ſhould pray for them in 
health, the end of the prayer, there, mention'd being jive 34975; 
that ye may be healed ; Which end, and cloſe doth, I conceive, con- 
fine 
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fine the diſcourſe to the /ich, firlt to confeſſe, and to the healthy, 
afrer to pray for the ſick and no more, And fo g1iaitever cis axay- 
Avg, 1 Pet.4.9, notes hoſpitality to the ſtrangers that wanted, and 
not mutrall, reciprocall entertainments one of the other : For 
chou2h it is poſſible that ic might note the inhabitants civility 
to the travailer firlt, and then thit 1ravailers repayment of the 
like, when he comes to be a fixe inhabitant, yet the word 
Zzyory ſtrangers, being ordinarily taken as a ſpecies of men in 
want (as beſides ſome places of Scripture, I remember in ?uſt: 
Aar: [econd Apalog: ſpeaking of the 6ffertory, he ſaith thar by 
that meanes the Prafett became the guardian of ſtrangers, Cc. and 
of all that were in want) I Concelve giai&2v9r is no more then kind 
to that ſort of poore ſtrangers, and that without any expeAation 
of being entertaia'd by them againe, for that the Almes-oiver 
ſhould expect that returne from the poore, or ſtranger, is both un 
reaſonable and wnchriſtian allo. SO Luke, 12.1. 14T4rariw a) avis 
cannot be taken reciprocally,that they which rrod on others were 
alſo rrod upon by them, but that 8-e rrod upon another agrecable to 


, our preſent ſenſe : ſo At.7,26. ive Ti a Snare axanas ; not that 


the perſon injur'd was injurioue allo, but onely that ove 'injur'd the 
ether. And yet more plainly, Rem.$.15. their thoughts excuſang or 
accuſing, wwrofu exnirov, Where it cannot. be imagined that che 
thoughts m#tually or reciprocally accuſe or excuſe, the accuſaiion 
belonging to the conſcience, which accuferh the erronious will, but 
not in like manner to the w:#, that that ſhould acex/e the ConT;- 
ence. Theſe places are added ex abuniants ; That'of Zpbe/. 572will 
be able alone to ſerve the-turne; if theſe, others ſhould nor .bz 
thought to be demonſirative. I have thus briefly reply'd to theſe 
other exceptions of Mr. Goodwin as far as concernes: that Place 
in Saint Peter, and 1 ſuppol- have vindicated it from bring the 
foundation of Mr. Geodwins beloved dogma (which I ſhall dc ſive 
him to ſhew to be the ath:ination of any one ancient Fathcr or 
Commentator on that place,or of any one place of Scripcure. b\... - 
ſides, which might helpe co countenance it ) that Kings: are the 
creatures of the people, | 
F. 85. Thercare yet ſome old reckonings which Mr.Goodwin 
is willing to make even with the Door, and I mult b.ga very 
Little patience from the reader to oblerve what accaznr he hach 
given of them, F 2 He 
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$. $6. He begins with fair words of D. H. and acknow- 
ledgments, that having frequently heard of him, he never heard 
any thing but well and worthy of 4 wan, hu judgement in the grand 
ftate- queſtion of the times onely excepted, That the diſcharge of his 
Conſcience in obedience to the fife (ommandement ſhould be thus 
made an exception againſt the Doctor, he hath ſure learnt pd F+- 
yi2e2; neither ro think frange, nor take ill at M. G, hands, re- 
membring that ſome of che Chriſtians which were anticntly in 
the world, in the abſence of other viſible crimes, were thought 
worthy of all reproaches for their comzmon profeſſion, or bei 
Chriftians, One thing onely I ſhall ſappoſe, I have the Doctors 
leave to aflure M. G, thatit was no ſpeciall defire to engage M. G, 
which canfed the particular mentions, and refutations of ſyme 
paſſages in his bookes, bur onely the opinion which he had, that 
they might probably prove matter of ſedxction to the reader(and 
that ſeduction of a dangerous conſequence) if ſuch neceſſary an- 
tidotes were not provided to avert, or prevent the denger. D. H. 
I ſuppoſe, is not over-fond of ſuch diſputes, or debates as theſe, 
and is never more in conſtraint, then when he lies under ſuch 6n- 
gagements. 
$. 87. Some paſſages in M. G. Butchers bleſſing were a ficlt 
great temptation to him, which, though refiſted by the love of 
quiet, prepared him to receive more violent impreflions from 
ſome remarkable ſeRions in the e-Lnticavaleiri/me, And at 
laſt the fire kindled, and his pen gave teſtimony of it. 
$. 88, The particulars hethen took notice of in M. CG, were 
I. His dexteritiesin evacuating the force of Tertulliaxs teltimo- 
nies concerning the patience, and non-refiltance of the Primitsue 
Chriftians, and theſe are at large refuted in the traft of Reſting 
&c, Pag. Io, tO pag. 20, Secondly, his ſtrange affirmation of 
Gods hiding from the firft Chriſtians this liberty of refſting Supers. 
OHT7,. 4s part of his connſell to brmg Antichrift into the world, an1 his 
manifeſting it to us now, 44 a meanes of caſting eAntichriſt out. The 
latter of theſe two, D. H. conceived as ſtrange, and as dange. 
rous a DoArine, as he ever met with, and therefore examined it 
to the botrome, Refiſt. pag. 21. to 28, Theſe two maine matters 
of difference D. H. acknowledges to have managed againſt 
M. G. bur I conceive without any thing of afþerity, or exceſſe in 
any 
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kind, which ſhould look like a perticwlar defire of e 
M, G. And M.G. hath thought fir for many hu of 7 ating 
reckonings ſleep without ever giving the leaſt reply to either of 
them. And now that Lof Gods hiding of truths from the Ancient 
({'briſtsans, and the helping Antichriſt to his throne] hath not the 
fortune tobe taken notice of at all, And for the other of Tex. 
tallian, thongh that be now mentioned, yet is it a little ſtrange 
that no other return ſhould be made to all the Doors anſwers, 
fave onely the tranſcribing of two or three pages from M. Rxz- 
terford, and M. Pryn, as from a paire of Royalifts, in their two 
tracts of Lex Rex, and Soveragine power of Parliaments, which 
ſure he could not believe will be of any Authority with che 
Dector, though he is ſo pleaſant as to mention the fr5endlineſſe of 
their judgements, and the Doctors in caſe of the late King : Bclide 
this rra»/cription, there 1s but one paſlage in thoſe diſſertations of 
the Doctors, to which he thinkes fir to make reply, and that is 
a Grammaticall 5342>pua, taken notice of ragigyos by the Doftor, 
viz, M. G. attributing to CMontaniſft, that he call'd himſelf the 
holy Ghoſt. This D. H. did conceive to be haſtily written by 
M.G. and not agreeably to the rules of the Grammer, unleſſe as 
in Surettymnra, eAreopagi, are ſet for the eAroopagites, ſo & ron- 
tra, Montaniſt were ſet by M. G. for Montanm.. In this caſuall in- 
cidentall charge M. G. thinks himſelfe very neerly concern'd, 
more it ſeems, then in giving account either of his Cenſure of Ter= 
tullians teſtimony of the (hriſtians patiexce, or of Gods hiding of 
Truths, and aſſiffing Antichriſt, For to jultifie the Grammatical. 
xeſſe of theſe words, [ Montaniſt who called himſelfe the holy Ghoſt} 
a great deale of paines is taken, and three whole pages ſpent on 
that affaire. Tis not poſſible 1 ſhould think fit to exerciſe my 
Reader by continuing ſuch a Debate as this any longer, but (hall 
think it abundantly ſufficient to aſſure M. G. that the Engliſh re- 
maines {till unjuſtified, upon this ground , that the word Joxta- 
n15t is no psſſeſſive, and if he ſtill have inclinations to diſpute it, 
I ſhall prepoſc him this parallel : M. Goedwin is a Chriftian, who 
dyed for the ſons of the world, and aske him, Whether it be Gram- 
maticall ſenſe to have ſaid this. As for the dcep recriminatior 
againſt D, H, for uſing the word [ Reſolve] for concluding, or be- 
ing ſatisfied within himſelfe, &c. i this - any matter of eaſe on 
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refreſhment to M. (3, *ewere pitty he ſhould be denyed the liberty 
to make uſe of it. | | 

F. 89. There now remaines but one particular, the DoRors 
accnſing TH G. of flattery in the Elogies beltoived upon that 
ation of the Army, (colle&.d in the Adreſſe, p. 6.) Whether 
they were thus guilty, I ſhall no farther diſpure,but leave it to the 
Reader to determine, having no other defizne in this whole Re- 
ply, chen that M. G. may reſume the conſideration of his ations, 
and of his arguments,and remember that the matters of theſe de- 
bates, are of ſuch an importance toward the publike peace, that 
men of our profeſ/iox owe an-account to Sod tor them. And for 
other paſlages of this Author, wherein the London- Minifters are 
concern'd ; I leave them to anſwer for themſelves, and fo con- 
clude this Paper. 


THz END. 


